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Land area
88,934 square miles

Coastline
140 miles

Length of boundaries
Bulgaria 378 mi., Hungary 275 mi., Moldova and

Ukraine 812 mi, Yugoslavia 339 mi.

Total population
22,364,022 (July 2001 estimate)

51% urban, 49% rural

Largest cities
Bucharest 1,975,808     Cluj-Napoca 309,843

Brasov 346,640               Galati 292,805
Constanta 323,236             Craiova 275,098
Timisoara 318,955              Braila 234,600
Iasi 314,156                      Ploiesti 234,021

Length of road network
45,235 miles (9,794 hard surfaced)

Length of rail network
7,006 miles (2,119 electrified)

International airports
Bucharest, Timisoara, Targu Mures

Languages
Romanian, Hungarian, German

Religion
70% Romanian Orthodox, 3% Roman Catholic,

3% Greek Catholic (Uniate), 6%  Protestant,
18% other

Literacy
98%

Climate
Temperate: long, sometimes severe winters;

hot summers; prolonged autumn.

Size of
Romania
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This document presents USAID Romania's FY 2002-2006 Assistance
Strategy. It represents a participatory effort involving the U.S. Country
Team, USAID/W advisors, Government of Romania partners,
stakeholders, contractors, grantees, and other donors.

Our task has been to streamline USAID's program in a way that allows
the Mission to concentrate on fewer strategic objectives with high
potential impact on Romania’s future. We have crafted the program to
align directly with U.S. foreign policy goals. In the process, we have
built more effective teams to design and implement activities. By
reducing the administrative burden related to the number of individual
obligation and procurement actions, the Mission expects to manage a
more cost-effective program while facilitating a tighter focus on
achieving expected results.

The number of Strategic Objectives (SOs) in USAID’s new strategy
has been reduced from nine to three. The proposed SOs are:

� Accelerated Private Sector Growth by Supporting a Market-Driven
Environment

� Improved Democratic Governance at the Local Level
� Increased Effectiveness of Selected Social and Primary Health

Care Services for Targeted Vulnerable Population

These follow the three key objectives outlined in the U.S. Embassy’s
Mission Performance Plan (MPP): economic restructuring,
strengthening democracy, and social and humanitarian assistance. The
strategy's direction also supports the State Department’s MPP which
identifies the promotion and maintenance of regional stability in
Southeast Europe as the cornerstone and principal goal of U.S. foreign
policy. A prosperous, democratic, and peaceful Romania, with
membership in the European Union (EU), would contribute
considerably to the stability of a region marked by hostility and
division.  USAID plays an important role in fostering the process for
enhanced prosperity, democratic development, and social welfare
defined in the MPP.

The new USAID strategy represents a refinement of previous strategic
plans implemented between 1990 and 2001. The main premise of
transition that guided past efforts remains valid today. The
simultaneous goals of creating a free market and a democratic polity
out of state socialism are monumental, requiring financial support and
sustained, strategic technical assistance. USAID’s program does not
represent big money in Romania. The EU and the International

Our task has been to
streamline USAID’s
program so we can
concentrate on fewer
strategic objectives
with high potential
impact on Romania’s
future.

“Romania is a country
with so much potential
and it could be so
much more if the right
decisions are taken.”

Ambassador Michael Guest
October, 2001

The main premise of
transition that guided
past efforts remains
valid today.
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Financial Institutions (IFIs) do. But USAID has provided valued,
notable technical assistance in areas ranging from energy deregulation
to fiscal decentralization to redefining child welfare. More and more,
our initiatives help Romanian entities unlock resources from other
donors.

Rather than an all-inclusive approach to reform, the 2002-2006
USAID strategy hones in on critical areas of change in which the
Mission has: 1) experience; 2) reasonable expectation of significant
near-term progress; 3) well defined end results; and 4) ongoing
relationships with other donors.

Some  key principles that have guided the development of USAID's
strategic objectives and program plans are:

� USAID will expand support for reforms in areas where political
will is most evident including agriculture, financial markets,
energy, health, child welfare, and local public administration
recognizing that the reform process will still not be easy even with
stated commitment from the GOR

� Assistance is designed to leverage resources available from other
donors and IFIs especially in private sector initiatives

� USAID programs will support economic and democratic reform
objectives that are consistent with the expectations of NATO
membership and EU accession

� Political and economic advocacy building at the local level is
necessary, while service delivery by local NGOs is necessary to
help the many Romanians for whom transition is synonymous with
suffering

� USAID’s programming will support the prospects of regional
development, promoting cross-border linkages and learning
whenever possible

� When feasible, some activities will conclude at the end of the
strategy period, including, it is expected, activities in reproductive
health and child welfare

� USAID’s new strategy is an intermediate one, not a graduation
strategy

The three new SOs cover standard areas of activity— promoting
economic growth, developing democratic pluralism, improving the
provision of basic social services—but the strategy development teams
were determined to break down old walls that stood between sectors.
Among the themes that cut across all activities are competition, local
involvement, and public accountability. Greater competition in the
private sector will spur growth. Greater competition in political
processes and civil society will improve representation. Greater

USAID has provided
valued, notable
technical assistance in
areas ranging from
energy deregulation to
fiscal decentralization
to redefining child
welfare.

“The EU and the
accession process has
been a beacon for good
policies in the Central
European countries,
and it can play a
similar role within
South East Europe.”

IMF/World Bank
October 2001

Competition, local
involvement, and
public accountability
are themes cutting
across all activities.
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competition in local service delivery will improve the quality of public
services. Moving the locus of economic and political power out of
Bucharest will deepen reform. Without greater accountability at every
level of public authority, neither growth nor citizen satisfaction can be
assured. And in each sector, more opportunities are being found to
apply and pass on lessons from successful programming in the region.

USAID has high expectations for what we can accomplish through
this strategy. As a function of our coordinated effort with other donors,
by the end of 2006, USAID expects:

� Private sector economic activity will account for 75 percent of
GDP, up from 62 percent

� Small and medium enterprise (SME) employment will represent
55 percent of total employment, up from 40 percent

� Agriculture sector will have a positive trade balance
� Average national farm size will increase from 2.3 ha. to 15 ha. in

order to boost productivity
� Fifty percent (900,000 ha.) of total irrigated lands will be managed

by private water users associations, up from zero today
� At least 25 percent of the energy sector will be competitive, up

from 15 percent in electricity and 10 percent in gas
� Capital markets will be governed by an effective regulatory system

encouraging increased amounts of both domestic and foreign
investments as measured by 50 percent growth in listed share
value traded, and a doubling of total market capitalization from
2001 levels

� At least 70 percent of targeted local governments will improve
administrative structure and procedures contributing to transparent
financial management and reduced corruption

� Increase of 200 percent in citizens active in local forums town
hall meetings, council sessions, and community advisory groups

� In child welfare, 30 percent reduction in 534 state-run institutions
currently open

� Approximately 60 percent of children in alternative care settings
will receive certified quality care, a target with no current baseline
due to the absence of a national monitoring system

� All hospitals will be using a market-oriented reimbursement
system, opening the door to a shift in health care resources to
lower cost environments

In sum, the new strategy will promote greater effectiveness in the use
of limited USAID resources while continuing to complement and
reinforce the work of other donors. It will enhance the programming
and administrative effectiveness of USAID through the consolidation
of program reporting and management. By streamlining the portfolio

USAID has high
expectations for what
we can accomplish
through this strategy.

The Mission expects to
improve the staff’s
ability to work across
sectors, thereby
strengthening program
impact.
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and focusing on fewer Strategic Objectives, the Mission expects to
improve the staff’s ability to work across sectors, thereby
strengthening program impact.

Significant achievements have been realized over the last eleven years
in Romania.  The private sector's contribution to GDP has grown to 62
percent and the private sector accounts for around half of employment.
Democratic institutions are squarely established, with new authority
vested in local government. Dramatic improvements in, for example,
the rate of maternal mortality have been made. Abortion rates declined
from 3.4 to 2.2 per woman between 1993 and 1999. Close to 100,000
abandoned children who used to live in miserable state institutions
have left the system.

For the first time since 1995, Romania’s economy experienced growth
in 2000 of 1.6 percent. It is a most welcome sign. Unfortunately,
through much of the country’s belabored transition, Romania's
economy has staggered along, avoiding disaster but skirting growth.
Living standards are lower today than they were in 1989 when
Romanians revolted against the economic misery and suppression
enforced by communism. Over 40 percent of the population lives
below the poverty line as defined by the World Bank. The lack of
visionary political leadership with tenacious dedication to
implementing practical reform has hurt Romania tremendously.  Since
1990, Romania has simply not completed essential economic and
governance reforms resulting in increased poverty and macro-
economic instability. Neither the EU nor the U.S. Department of
Commerce considers Romania to have a functioning market economy.

The grave economic situation has contributed to Romania being a
major country of origin and transit for human trafficking. Unofficial
numbers are shocking, suggesting thousands of victims. A weak social
service structure provides little assistance for victims who are often
perceived as perpetrators of crime, not as victims of violence and
abuse  whose rights have been profoundly violated.

A new government was elected in December 2000, led by former
president (1990-1996) Ion Iliescu and the Social Democratic Party
(PSD). The coalition that governed between 1996 and 2000 was
rejected for its lack of accomplishments and inability to improve
economic performance. The new PSD government represents a
propitious opportunity to re-invigorate the reform process. Despite its
stated commitment to reform though, not enough progress has been
achieved by the GOR in restructuring, selling, or closing state-
controlled enterprises that are a major economic drag. Enterprise
arrears are substantial and growing, putting huge pressure on the

Progress:
♦  Modest economic growth
♦  Improved functioning of the

judiciary
♦  Law on the civil service

adopted
♦  Some progress in macro-

economic stabilisation
♦  Exports have increased
♦  Continue to advance with the

adaptation to EU law
Progress yet to be made:
♦  Progress on reforming state-

owned economy must be
accelerated

♦  Living conditions in
orphanages must be improved

♦  Agricultural reform needs to
progress

♦  The level of corruption needs
to be reduced

♦  Discrimination against the
Rroma minority needs to be
fought

♦  The police and other bodies
subordinated to the Ministry of
Interior should be
demilitarized

♦  The country cannot yet be
regarded as a functioning
market economy

♦  The country is not able to cope
with competitive pressure and
market forces within the EU in
the medium term

♦  Steps are needed to improve its
future economic prospects

EBRD, March, 2001

“The past 10 years
have demonstrated that
transition is not a fast
forward march along a
straight road, but a
challenging process,
more complex and
difficult than many had
imagined.”

EBRD, March 2001
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budget and thwarting IMF negotiations. Fortunately, external
assistance and relations particularly the compelling prospects of EU
accession and NATO membership are strong incentives for the
government to follow through on its many commitments.

The timetable for Romania to fulfill numerous, specific requirements
for EU accession roughly coincides with the time frame of USAID's
strategy and planning horizon. The World Bank, the EU, and the
European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD) are the
principal donors assisting Romania. Donors remain somewhat
skeptical regarding the GOR’s level of commitment to some stated
goals, but donors are unified in encouragement and offers of support.

USAID’s new strategy takes this uncertainty about the GOR’s level of
commitment into account. The primary assistance providers in
Romania will be other donors, especially the EU and IFIs, with
USAID playing a key catalytic role, focusing on a few key strategic
areas. The strategy identifies these target sectors—areas of great
opportunity where we have a comparative advantage to make a
difference. To design and manage activities, USAID/Romania staff
funding levels over the period of the strategy will remain constant,
although the USPSC staff will decline slightly.

Improving life and governance at the local level is an angle of vision
found in each of the three SOs. In democracy, local government will
be directly strengthened through efforts to increase accountability,
service delivery, and revenue management. To promote multiple
avenues of democratic expression, activities will help build
associations, civil society coalitions, and strengthen the independence
of local political parties and labor groups.

Much of the humanitarian assistance portfolio will also be locally
focused, concentrating on community alternatives for child welfare,
the integration of reproductive health into general practices, and
improved financial stewardship to ensure funding of local health
services.

Economic development efforts will concentrate on reducing
bureaucracy, improving access to credit, supporting more productive
agricultural holdings, and building business associations—all
unfolding locally. Business associations will serve as the primary
actors on legal and policy development bringing the perspective of
local impact to national decision-makers. Corruption, trafficking of
human beings, the adjudication of business disputes, and transparency
within both the public and private sectors are problems which
invariably must be tackled locally as well as through national level

Improving life and
governance at the local
level is a shared vision
in the three SOs.

“In Bulgaria, Croatia
and Romania, health
and pension reforms
have reached a crucial
stage”

IMF/World Bank
October 2001

Many reform efforts
must be worked at the
center.



USAID’s Assistance Strategy for Romania 2002 – 2006 X

policy. USAID will not lose sight of the fact that many reform
initiatives absolutely must be worked at the center. In the economic
development portfolio, for example, national level programming will
focus on privatization and the reform of corporate governance. The
national budget process will be a reform target for the democracy
team. Policy decisions governing health and child welfare invariably
emanate from Bucharest and USAID will remain seated at those
leadership tables.
In addition to the emphasis on improving local government, USAID
will continue to support countrywide private sector activities in those
areas in which reform is most likely. These include: assisting in the
de-monopolization of the IT sector; expanding support for SMEs;
helping the agriculture sector leverage World Bank other donor
funding in irrigation and agriculture credit; restructuring and
privatizing the energy sector; revamping and improving the operation
of finance and capital markets; and defining a new private sector role
within health reform.

Strengthening Romania's ability to reform itself, helping this
pluralistic society become more representative, and promoting health
and welfare will be accomplished utilizing a wide range of  partners,
both experienced and new. USAID will meaningfully engage local
partners to implement this work.
Conceptually, what allowed the strategy development teams to
combine subject areas (for example, once separate, democracy and
local government assistance became one SO) was the fact that the
teams developed Intermediate Results (IRs) that are functional and
reflect common areas that must be addressed by every sector. This
initiative should reduce the amount of program reporting, allowing the
Mission to focus efforts on obtaining results. This streamlined
approach should add administrative benefits on the procurement side
as well.  When possible, USAID intends to use umbrella mechanisms
related to each new SO to reduce the number of procurement actions
particularly in democracy and the social sector areas.

An innovation in the Mission’s strategy development process was the
nature of strategy development team leadership: each team was led by
a senior Foreign Service National. The teams were empowered to fully
define the new Strategic Objectives and Results Frameworks with
oversight from management. One of the guiding principles to emerge
from this process is “Romanianization,” the notion that future
programming under the new strategy should be increasingly defined
and implemented by Romanians and indigenous organizations. To
follow this principle will enhance the ultimate sustainability of
USAID’s initiatives.

USAID will continue
to support country-
wide private sector
activities where
reform is most likely.

“Romanianization”
means that future
programming under
the new strategy
should be
increasingly defined
and implemented by
Romanians and
indigeneous
organizations.
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PART I:   SUMMARY ANALYSIS OF THE
ASSISTANCE ENVIRONMENT AND RATIONALE
FOR STRATEGIC CHOICES

A. US FOREIGN POLICY INTERESTS IN ROMANIA

Romania plays an important role in the stabilization of conflict-ridden
Southeast Europe. A democratically vibrant and economically
prosperous Romania is a strategic asset for regional peace and
stability. Romania is the largest country in Southeast Europe, so its
potential impact is significant. With the former Republic of
Yugoslavia (FRY) now an active participant in regional integration,
U.S. commitment to Romania and to the region is compelling.

The principle goal in terms of U.S. national interest is regional
stability.  The U.S. Embassy Bucharest MPP stresses regional stability
and the mutually-reinforcing objectives of economic growth,
democracy, and humanitarian assistance. Progress in this area is
principally defined by Romania’s economic and democratic reform
objectives which are consistent with the expectations of NATO
membership and EU accession.

Romania has proved to be a worthy U.S. partner at important
occasions: Romania has been an enthusiastic member of NATO’s
Partnership for Peace program, serving as a strong ally during the
Kosovo conflict, and committing resources to the war on terrorism.
This year, Romania held the chairmanship of the Organization for
Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), and did an excellent job
in this important, and highly visible, international task.

U.S. national interest is not just a function of geo-politics as U.S.
Ambassador Guest noted during testimony to the U.S. Congress. He
underscored that economic reform and much needed privatization are
far from complete. The rule of law is not fully anchored: corruption is
still endemic and affecting everything from contracts to business
registrations to adoptions. He also pointed out that Romania is a
source and transit country for trafficking in women and children.
These issues are included in USAID’s new strategy.

B. COUNTRY CONDITIONS TRENDS AND ISSUES - AND STRATEGIC
PRIORITIES

1. Economic Trends
Overall, economic reform progress in Romania has been modest
compared to other transition countries. The greatest reform gaps are in
second stage reforms such as the mutually reinforcing and overlapping
areas of enterprise restructuring, financial sector reforms, competition
policy, and large-scale privatization.

A democratically
vibrant and
economically
prosperous Romania is
a strategic asset for
regional peace and
stability.

The rule of law is not
fully anchored:
corruption is still
endemic and affecting
everything from
contracts to business
registrations to
adoptions.
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Drawing from EBRD measures, Romania ranks 11th out of 27
transition countries in progress in such reforms, lagging behind what
has been achieved in the eight northern tier Central and Eastern
European (CEE) countries plus Bulgaria and Croatia. Similarly, the
EU rates Romania as the economic reform laggard of the ten CEE
countries on the accession track. In its November 2000 assessment, the
EU concluded that, “Romania cannot be regarded as a functioning
market economy and is not able to cope with competitive pressure and
market forces within the Union in the medium term.” Foreign direct
investment (FDI) levels in Romania remain low relative to other
transition countries, and very low relative to Romania’s potential.
Cumulative net FDI inflows from 1989 through 2000 were $303 per
capita in Romania which is below the southern tier average of $345.

Part of the explanation for the difficulty of implementing reform in
Romania lies in understanding its starting point. Under deposed
dictator Nicolae Ceausescu, Romanians endured severe hardships as
an increasingly distorted economy headed towards collapse.
Moreover, rapid foreign debt repayments (of roughly 20-30 percent of
GDP) during the 1980s proved extremely onerous to both the
population and to the economy. Perhaps partly as a result of this
difficult legacy, early transition reform efforts, particularly during
President Ion Iliescu’s first rule from 1989-1996, were piecemeal, and
progress was slow. The victory of a coalition led by Emil
Constantinescu in late 1996 brought high hopes for more decisive
reform progress. However, political infighting characterized the
coalition government, and it was not until mid-1999 that important
efforts to structurally overhaul the economy emerged. By that time,
the economy had contracted by close to 15 percent over three
successive years, from 1996-1999. In 1999, Romania was confronted
with another debt crisis, but managed to avoid default.  Nevertheless,
poverty escalated substantially. These hardships helped set the stage
for Ion Illiescu and his party’s return to power in December 2000.

Economic growth resumed in 2000 at 1.6 percent, and is forecast to
continue at close to 4 percent in 2001-2002. Inflation remains too
high, though it is falling, from 41 percent in end-year 2000 to perhaps
30 percent by end-year 2001. Exports have surged, expanding at an
annual rate of roughly 25 percent from 2000 through mid-2001.  Up to
70 percent of these exports go to the EU. Current year trends from a
monthly survey of businesses undertaken by the National Bank of
Romania suggest that many in the private sector are cautiously
optimistic.

To a large extent, economic growth has been occurring despite slow
progress on reforms due to favorable global economic conditions such

Romania’s
transitional economy
has achieved some
progress during the
last decade and
continues to face
large hurdles in its
efforts toward EU
accession.



USAID’s Assistance Strategy for Romania 2002 – 2006 4

as strong economic growth in Western Europe, coupled with
expansionary policies of the current government and domestic
business cycle trends. This current expansion of the economy will not
be sustainable if critical structural reforms are not undertaken.

The current government has certain advantages that did not exist for
the previous government. It is a single party minority government, not
a coalition government as was the last, and hence has greater capacity
to make decisions and execute them. In addition, for this year, the
government has a favorable macroeconomic setting as the economy is
growing and unemployment is low. Its popularity is quite high as
recent polls show almost half the population trusts government (44
percent) and believes the government can improve things (46 percent).

2. Democracy and Governance
As with other Central and Eastern European countries, political and
democratic reforms in Romania are farther along than economic
reforms. Nevertheless, by Freedom House measures, Romania’s
progress in democratization lags behind the eight northern tier CEE
countries which have achieved democratic reforms roughly on par
with Western Europe, while being roughly comparable to progress in
Croatia and Bulgaria (and further along than all other transition
countries). The EU has given Romania a decent score on democratic
reforms, although the plight of Romania’s Rroma (gypsy) community,
weak public administration, and inefficient court administration are
singled out as requiring improvement.

According to an assessment of democracy and governance trends
completed this summer by a USAID/G/DG team, the good news is
that free and fair elections and the peaceful transfer of power have
occurred in the last two national elections. Freedom of speech and
association are well established as is a competitive press although
the media is not playing much of a role in providing effective
oversight of political institutions. Considerable progress has been
made in decentralization and strengthening democracy at the local
level. Civil society progress has been more mixed, and the expected
positive impact of NGOs in widening political space has hardly
occurred. Business associations and professional groups have probably
had the strongest impact on national policy among civil society
organizations (CSOs). However, the evidence for this is largely
anecdotal.

Romania’s problems in democracy and governance are most striking
and perhaps most debilitating in the area of rule of law. Salient among
the shortcomings that have surfaced during transition is a system of
governance that suffers from severe institutional weaknesses,
especially in the parliament and the judiciary. More broadly, there is a
general lack of accountability on the part of politicians and

“The future will be
build through
competent
governance…it is what
we committed ourselves
to do after the
December 2000
elections”

Adrian Nastase, Prime
Minister, November 2001

The EU has given
Romania a decent
score on democratic
reforms. The plight of
Rroma, weak public
administration, and
inefficient court
administration,
however, require
improvement.

Transparency International Corruption
Indicators

Countries 2001 CPI Score1 Country Rank
(Index ranges

from 1-10)
(among 91

countries rated)
Hungary 5.3 31
Bulgaria 3.9 47
Romania 2.8 69
Croatia 3.9 47
Poland 4.1 44

For CPI index:
10 = highly clean
0 = highly corrupt1
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government bureaucrats, an absence of effective oversight
mechanisms to provide that accountability, and few channels for
popular pressures to bear influence on it. Trust in political parties and
in the judiciary is among the lowest of political institutions: three-
quarters of Romanians recently polled think that political parties are
not trustworthy; only slightly fewer (71 percent) had trust in judiciary.
A negative vote every four years is about the only means by which the
broader population influences the actions of the political elite.
Moreover, although internal pressures for change are mounting as a
result of persistent economic hardships and frustration, external
pressures (particularly with the carrots of EU accession and NATO
membership) remain critically important.

Checks and balances on the power of the political parties and elite are
not forthcoming from parliament or the judiciary. The administrative
capacity of parliament is very limited, and the continued difficulties to
pass legislation have slowed reform progress. Moreover, the excessive
recourse to emergency decrees has further marginalized parliament.
The previous government used emergency decrees hundreds of times
while the current government has already invoked this constitutional
clause over 100 times in the first half year in office.

In too many cases public good tends to be subordinated to partisan and
personal interests. Little political will is evident for a judiciary
significantly more independent from the executive. There is no
effective coalition for judiciary reform. The need for fundamental
reform in the rule of law is pressing and of great importance, but the
challenges are also monumental and not easily tackled without
significant resources and evidence of political will. It is thus risky to
contemplate donor investment in this sub-sector without some clear
signals regarding the government’s commitment to the independence
and integrity of the judiciary. The World Bank is currently carrying
out a needed systematic assessment of this sector. The EU remains
committed and extensively engaged in court administration reform.

According to the EU, Romania’s democratic institutions are well
established, but the process of decision making remains weak. In
terms of administrative capacity, Romania has met the short-term
Accession Partnership priorities by adopting a law on civil service and
by setting up a civil service agency.

The World Bank, in its May 2001 Country Assistance Strategy, notes
that fiscal decentralization began in earnest in 1998, and that the new
government calls for an acceleration of decentralization, with further
allocation of responsibilities for delivery and financing of public
service to local governments. This will call for more policy initiatives,
a more effective system of transfers, a more appropriate degree of
consolidation of local governments, measures to build a professional

Source: UNDP
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civil service, and steps to strengthen and simplify the legal and
regulatory framework for locally provided public services. Indeed, by
1999 the legal framework decentralizing power to local government
was largely completed. However, the implementation of this
legislation has been problematic. The financial relationship between
central and local levels of government remains unclear and delays in
financial transfers have caused problems. A related issue is that while
new responsibilities have been devolved to the local level these have
not been adequately matched fiscal resources. Particular care needs to
be taken to ensure that sufficient financial and human resources at the
local level match decentralized responsibilities.

The USAID strategy development team concurred with conclusions
reached by the DG assessment team that USAID’s best opportunity for
results is at the local level and assistance at the local level can achieve
tangible, positive results. Local political participation tends to be
somewhat higher than national participation, which reflects the spark
of dynamism that has emerged at the local level. Local politics are
perceived as having more direct impact on daily life and mayors are
elected directly by citizens. But, decentralization is a relatively new
phenomenon, and decision-making tends to reflect top down rather
than bottom up influences.

3. Social Transition
Poverty and income inequalities have increased in Romania during the
years of transition. Income inequality has grown during the period and
most efforts to compare incomes during the transition period find the
average Romanian increasingly worse off.  A recent World Bank study
found that approximately 41 percent of the population is below the
poverty threshold. Measures of this sort are volatile, but all studies
indicate increases in poverty. Poverty impacts most heavily on rural
households, female-headed households, and families with more than
three children. These groups are found to be disproportionately at risk.

The link between labor market trends and poverty rates are relatively
weak for Romania. Romania's unemployment dropped to 8.8 percent
in June 2001 from 10.5 percent in 2000 and 11.5 percent in 1999.
This is the lowest unemployment rate of the southern tier CEE
countries. However, the low unemployment figure reflects the
continued existence of many large state enterprises and their ability to
shield numbers of workers from market forces that ultimately they will
have to face. At this time, the low and falling unemployment level
may make it easier to implement needed economic restructuring and
probable labor reduction in some sectors.

Estimates of relative poverty burdens suggest that being “officially”
employed or unemployed has less bearing on one’s risk of being in
poverty in Romania than elsewhere in CEE.  Romania’s profile in this

The financial
relationship between
central and local levels
of government remains
unclear and delays in
financial transfers
have caused problems.

USAID’s best
opportunity for results
is at the local level.

Some 41 percent of the
population is below the
poverty threshold.
Rural households,
female-headed
households, and
families with more
than three children are
disproportionately at
risk.
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regard is more similar to that found in Eurasia where the informal
economy is particularly large. Labor markets are adjusting quite
differently with lower open unemployment, but larger drops in real
wages and greater wage arrears and underemployment. Hence being
officially unemployed means less personal hardship due to unofficial
safety nets, while being officially employed confers less of a gain,
since wages are relatively lower or are not being paid.

In Romania, most social services were heavily subsidized during the
communist era. After 1989, the country has increasingly found itself
unable to maintain and manage these systems. Romania ranks among
the lowest in the CEE in health care spending. Hospitals consume a
growing proportion of health care resources now more than 70
percent reducing monies that could go to primary health care and
preventative services. As a result, many of Romania's health indicators
have been declining since the fall of communism and are not
recuperating. Both mortality rates and life expectancy lag significantly
behind other CEE countries.

Child welfare and the institutionalization of children continue to be
important issues retarding EU accession progress. The government has
shown a commitment to addressing these problems and responsibility
for the child welfare institutions has been transferred to local
authorities. However, taking the essential step of closing large state-
run facilities has been resisted. The institutions are often big
employers in poor regions. In addition, alternative child welfare
services have not developed fast enough nationwide to care for the
vulnerable young population that needs help, so they end up in
residential care.

In education, the situation is somewhat mixed. Romania experienced
the largest proportionate drop in secondary school enrollment during
the transition from 92 percent in 1990 to 78 percent in 1997 of any
CEE country. However, it also witnessed a small increase in primary
school enrollment from 94 percent in 1989 to 97 percent in 1998.

A major theme related to economic and political development in
Romania is corruption.  It is widely recognized as a critical problem.
Romania falls roughly in the middle of transition countries on various
scores on corruption. From the WB/EBRD September 2000 study,
Romania ranks 14th out of 22 countries in administrative or petty
corruption. The EU’s November 2000 assessment notes that little
progress has been made in reducing the levels of corruption, and
improved co-ordination is needed between various anti-corruption
initiatives that have been launched.

Internal conflict in Romania is most likely to stem from ethnic
problems. The principal group that currently has the greatest problem

Hospitals consume a
growing proportion of
health care resources –
now more than 70
percent – reducing
money that could go to
primary health care
and preventative
services.
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population that needs
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assimilating in Romania is the Rroma community. This group
experiences high levels of discrimination and there are serious
concerns regarding actions limiting Rroma access to education, other
public services, and their ability to participate in the labor market.
Rroma progress has been severely limited and they trail behind other
groups in terms of social and economic progress. Currently, the GOR
is preparing a strategy that will involve the participation of the Rroma
community and hopefully address issues of discrimination. The GOR
strategy is a direct response to the EU's concerns in this regard.

Trafficking in human beings has emerged as an important issue for the
GOR and the region. Romania serves as both country of origin, transit,
and destination for large numbers of women. They are smuggled in
and out of Romania for the purposes of prostitution and placed in
situations of virtual enslavement. Not enough is being done to arrest
and prosecute traffickers. Protection for victims is also inadequate.
Recent passage of a law against trafficking could improve GOR
attention to these problems. This is due to a number of shortcomings
including: a lack of public awareness of the problem, a lack of
political will to take action, and a lack of appropriate training in
executing steps necessary for coordinated enforcement between
countries.

C. USAID ASSISTANCE TO DATE

USAID has provided $350 million in assistance over the period 1990
through 2001. Funding has been provided to more than 50 specialized
organizations that have provided technical and management
assistance. Most implementing partners have been NGOs. There have
been substantial accomplishments as a result of USAID's efforts.
Nonetheless, the overall expected results have been mixed primarily
due to the reform environment. The government's weak commitment
and slow implementation of essential reform has led to continuous
macroeconomic instability.

About 50 percent of USAID's past assistance was targeted for
economic restructuring activities. The emphasis has been on
stimulating the growth of the private sector, improving the operations
of the financial sector, agribusiness development, improved
environmental resource management, and the development of the legal
and institutional framework for promoting the development of a
sustainable energy sector.  During the period of USAID assistance the
private sector's share of GDP grew from 45 percent to over 60 percent.

USAID activities have been designed to support the development of
small and medium enterprises (SMEs). Efforts have concentrated on
reducing the administrative and legal barriers to business
development. Assistance was provided to central and local
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governments resulting in legal and institutional reforms, simplified
licensing/approval procedures, and the establishment of one-stop
shops for business registration. Local bureaucracy was streamlined in
coordination with USAID local government initiatives. New sources
of credit were provided including finance companies, credit unions,
and lending institutions for communities to expand access and
financing for SMEs which has increased by over $8 million.

USAID has successfully assisted in the establishment of capital
markets institutions and associated regulatory oversight. USAID’s
banking supervision program strengthened the capability of the
National Bank of Romania to conduct on and off-site examinations of
both state and private banks, enforce prudential regulations, and
address the needs of problematic banks. It also assisted the GOR in
establishing the Competition Council and its implementing arm which
is now able to properly carry out its anti-monopoly mandate. At the
same time, USAID support materialized in the issuance of critical
legislation for the financial sector and private pensions.

USAID's programs strengthened and created sustainable business
support organizations. Specific assistance to both the miller's and meat
processors' associations has created viable organizations. In addition,
technical assistance has improved the capacity of dairy and poultry
associations to provide meaningful policy advocacy and services to
their members, impacting thousands of producers.  The number of
self-sufficient business organizations resulting from our assistance
increased by eight as a result of USAID's support.

USAID technical assistance and training have helped to build critical
skills in the environmental sector, to develop institutional capacity,
and to establish key policies to address critical environmental issues.
Activities were directed at both national and local environmental
protection authorities (EPAs) and included training and direct
technical assistance for local demonstration projects. Assistance has
also been provided to facilitate access to financing sources for
environmental investments.

USAID’s energy reform program has been designed to promote
competition, private sector participation, and compliance with EU
requirements and to leverage significant multilateral lending to the
sector. Assistance emphasized restructuring and commercialization of
the power sector and successfully created independent regulatory
authorities in both power and gas sectors. The GOR elaborated its first
energy efficiency strategy with USAID help.

Democracy assistance has focused on improving political processes,
the capacity of governing institutions and the judiciary, elections
administration, civil society activism, labor participation, and media

USAID successfully
assisted in establishing
capital markets
institutions and
associated regulatory
oversight.
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energy importer.
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professionalism. Elections have been successfully carried out and
transfers of power accomplished in a peaceful manner at both the
national and local levels. A number of democratic mechanisms have
been supported including political parties, the development of an
independent media, the creation of advocacy NGOs engaged in human
rights and civic education, and associations of local officials. Several
strong NGOs, supported early on by USAID, are independent and
sustainable today.

A particularly important area of success has been the development of
the legal and regulatory framework for administrative decentralization
and the subsequent devolution of authority to the local level. USAID
contributed significantly to the adoption of decentralization
legislation. The new legal framework fundamentally changed local
public administration by expanding authority to establish expenditure
priorities, approve investments, execute long-term budgeting, gain
access to credit from internal and external markets, and, most
importantly, assess and collect revenues from local taxes and fees. As
a result, the value of local taxes and fees increased between 1998 and
1999 by over 70 percent in real terms. This source now represents over
50 percent of total local revenues, one of the highest percentages in the
region.

USAID/Romania’s social sector programs have concentrated on three
principal areas: child welfare reform, reproductive health reform, and
human capacity sponsoring participant training for managers and
decision-makers in all sectors. USAID has developed many essential
components of a comprehensive system for reform in both child
welfare and reproductive health (RH), which will help to close out
USAID's efforts in these areas by 2006. In RH, especially, there are
many lessons learned through best practices in the region and USAID
worldwide including model community-based programs for RH
services. Alternatives to institutionalization of children have been
piloted by USAID in anticipation of greater systemic change.
Programs such as day care centers, maternal shelters, emergency
funds, life-skills programs, foster care, specialized support services for
children with HIV/AIDS, and domestic adoption have provided
examples of programs that must be made available nationwide.

Child welfare assistance has increased community-based alternatives
to the institutionalization of children, and has led to the emergence of
USAID as a key advisor to the GOR in ongoing child welfare reform
efforts. Results include a 56 percent decrease in the number of
institutionalized children nationwide since 1990 and the increased
availability of family-based alternatives. USAID helped re-create the
social work profession (banned under the communists) in the early
1990s, and the profession continues to grow, increasing human
resources for the alternative models USAID has developed and is
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promoting. USAID also helped establish foster care as a viable
alternative for unwanted children, and the Mission helped win the
adoption of nationwide foster care standards.  In the health sector there
has been a 100 percent increase in the use of modern contraception
methods. Additionally, the Ministry of Health has accepted the need
for health financing reform and has requested USAID assistance in
implementing case-based-management (using a Diagnostic Related
Group, or DRG, system piloted by USAID) in order to contain
hospital costs that are putting the nation’s health care system in crisis
and reallocate resources more appropriately.

D. NEW PROGRAM DIRECTIONS

USAID will continue to support the development of a market-oriented
economy, the promotion of democratic governance, and improvements
in the effectiveness and accessibility of child welfare and health care
services. The new strategy concentrates on fewer Strategic Objectives,
focusing and concentrating efforts on areas informed by successful
performance in the past as well recent evaluations and assessments.
Results are related to commonly identified problems functional areas
cutting across subject matter sectors.

Expanding opportunities for Romanian citizens to improve their
standard of living, economic outlook, governance, and quality of life
are the bedrock of USAID’s mission in Romania. Programs are
organized within three new Strategic Objectives.

1. Accelerated Private Sector Growth by Supporting a Market-
Driven Environment
The first objective, accelerated private sector growth, focuses on
improving the economic well being of Romanian citizens.
Accelerating private sector growth represents the greatest potential for
economic development, job expansion, and a better standard of life for
all Romanians. The private sector strategy concentrates on obtaining
results in four functional areas spanning across financial markets,
SME development, energy, environment, agriculture, energy,
telecommunications, and IT. Improvements will be sought in the
policy and legal/regulatory frameworks which are still not fully
supportive of market expansion. Efforts will be made to strengthen
institutional capacity for policy making and regulating bodies, as well
as business support organizations in areas key to promoting private
sector growth. Effectiveness and competitiveness of both business and
government organizations will be enhanced to enable Romania to
expand its markets. Finally, the process of transferring state-owned
assets to private ownership will be assisted and improved. The poor
performance in the economic sector is largely related to the country's
inability to make the full transition from a state enterprise-dominated
economy to one in which the private sector assumes the lead.

Child welfare
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Improvements in capital markets will concentrate on institutional and
governance reform pursued with vigor. The European Commission has
explicitly called for Romania to decentralize the power of the state and
the judiciary, and has stated very clearly the link between further EU
funding sources and Romania’s compliance with EU directives to this
effect. Well functioning financial markets are a high priority area for
the World Bank which links tangible improvement in this area with its
structural adjustment loan (PSAL II).

Attention and help will be provided for creating a supportive business
environment that currently continues to hinder SME sector
development in Romania. Effort will be placed on correcting
legislation that is unclear and contradictory. Special attention will be
directed to reducing red tape and bureaucratic practices where
transparency and accountability are lacking, giving rise to corrupt
practices.

Support for developing a competitive agricultural sector will
concentrate on correcting a number of shortcomings including:
legislative gaps and excess regulations, inadequate property law
systems, incomplete privatization of state farms, the need to attract
financing for agriculture through crop insurance, a dismantled
irrigation infrastructure, the lack of export competitiveness, inadequate
standards for assuring food quality and safety, and poor logistic
systems.

In energy, attention will be directed to helping the energy sector
become more competitive. Major imbalances in Romania's economy
are generated by energy prices, which are still heavily regulated and
even subsidized. At the same time, non-payment of energy bills by
state-owned, large industrial consumers, and of fuel bills by
electricity, water and heat utilities, are the cause of huge arrears
throughout the Romanian economy. Support will be directed toward
helping the GOR eliminate energy subsidies, improve regulations, and
collect bills.

USAID assistance for the environment will be directed toward
developing a legal and regulatory framework consonant with
stimulating growth and protecting the environment. Support will also
be aimed at aiding GOR in aligning legislation with EU requirements,
and making improvements in two other critical areas—enforcement
and compliance. This assistance will help initiate a more democratic,
transparent and cooperative approach to decision making critical to the
sustainability of reforms.

2. Improved Democratic Governance At The Local Level
The second objective is improved democratic governance at the local
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level. It reflects both past successes and the best opportunity for
USAID to make a significant contribution to the democracy sector.
USAID has made good progress in helping to establish the basis for
effective decentralization. The proposed program will build on this
base. The aim is to assist local institutions: 1) increase accountability
by promoting more open and transparent governance practices; 2) help
improve administrative structure and procedures contributing to
transparent procurement and financial management practices; and 3)
support the development and enforcement of ethical standards and
oversight mechanisms. Strengthening the ability of local NGOs to
deliver services and increasing the acceptance of outsourcing service
delivery when it is more efficient will lead to improved services for
the local populace.

The democracy program will also concentrate on assisting local
governments establish local priorities, and develop long-term
investment plans to provide critical services for citizen/clients. This
task will include helping local governments develop tools to predict
more accurately revenue streams, borrow from commercial banks, and
make decisions with less interference from the central government.
USAID will program activities to broaden the principles of
decentralization and empowerment, so that local government units
gain the authority and resources necessary to enhance their financial
capability.

Civil society assistance will help citizens to organize and act in groups
in order to demand better representation by elected leaders and other
public servants, supporting the development of public interest
coalitions involving NGOs, business associations, and other groups
acting on local community needs and economic interests. Through
capacity building activities, USAID will help civil society groups
strengthen local constituencies while increasing the ability of these
groups to deliver services. USAID will also assist underrepresented
societal groups, such as the Rroma ethnic minority, to develop the
leadership and organizational skills needed to strengthen their
representation and participation in public life.

USAID will assist local political party organizations to become more
responsive to citizens’ interests. Political party strengthening at the
local level, targeting greater transparency of internal party procedures
and responsiveness to local interests, should also increase demand for
reform at the national party level. Candidate selection procedures,
constituent services, party platforms responsive to local needs,
constituency outreach strategies, and programs for marginalized social
groups (such as Rroma) are targets of opportunity.

Rule of law assistance will engage the “systems for redress of
grievances” represented at the local level, building on local strengths
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to reshape the weaker systems—for example, by developing mediation
services to relieve pressures on the courts in conflict resolution.

3. Increased Effectiveness of Selected Social and Primary Health
Care Services for Targeted Vulnerable Populations

The third objective is increased effectiveness of selected social and
primary health care services for targeted vulnerable populations. The
aim is to develop coordinated quality services that are accessible and
affordable delivered competently and focused on the needs of the
individual. Primary care and community-based services will be the
front-line of support. Quality standards of care, evidenced-based
clinical protocols, and continuous quality monitoring/improvement
systems will be emphasized and help ensure appropriate care.

Previous efforts reduced the population living in large state
institutions, created a continuum of community services as alternatives
to institutionalization, and promoted access to and use of modern
contraception and other quality RH services. New programs will focus
on systemic reform and increased effectiveness of services. Initiatives
will achieve greater broad-based potential for improved welfare of
children and health status of women, especially the poor, rural, and
Rroma populations. The initiatives will focus on sustainability, with
significant attention to areas fraught with corruption.

In addition, new child welfare activities will improve the legislative
framework to ensure permanency planning and shorter timeframes for
children in institutions, as well as high quality, community-based
services for children and families. Health activities will build on recent
changes in regulations, quickly taking advantage of new regulations
that permit the integration of enhanced RH services at the primary care
level. Each success will be used to broker additional changes in
legislation, policy, and regulations.

The new program in the social sector will put strong emphasis on
developing partnerships with government counterparts and with
organizations that can provide innovative approaches to address
formidable challenges in the sector.

Resources for the health and social welfare system are very limited,
yet are not efficiently used due to inappropriate funding policies, poor
management, corruption, and waste. New incentives must direct both
the reduction of funding of inefficient services and an increase in use
of funds for preventive, quality and family-oriented services. More
transparent systems are required to stem corrupt practices.

Support will include addressing the health sector policy, legislative,
and regulatory framework to ensure more consistency between areas
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of expenditure and priority areas of heath concern. Focus will be
placed on developing incentives that result in health providers and
patients to make more effective use of health care resources. Attention
will also be directed toward coordinating service delivery and ensuring
that needed services are provided. A public information program will
be implemented and disseminated to make health reform more
effective, better understood, and to promote healthier lifestyles.
Activities will implement recently approved national strategies for
achieving a transformed system that improves access to services and
minimizes undesirable outcomes.

Preventive services are the focus in health and in child welfare.
Promoting systematic reform and the increased effectiveness of key
services with measurable local results is the aim. This requires
redirecting funds from inefficient services to preventative family-
oriented services. Achieving greater synergy between the social sector
team and the private initiatives team is already underway: an
innovative health financing program will tackle hospital financing
methods while increasing the role of the private sector in providing
health care alternatives to inefficient state-run services.

Achieving greater
synergy between the
social sector and
private sector teams is
already underway.
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PART II:    STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES AND PROGRAM
PLANS

Strategic Objective 1.3:  Accelerated  Private Sector Growth by
Supporting a Market-Driven Environment

A. STATEMENT OF STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES

This new Strategic Objective 1.3, Accelerated Private Sector Growth by
Supporting a Market-Driven Environment, complements and reinforces the
Mission’s two other Strategic Objectives of improved governance at the
local level, and improved social service delivery.  USAID programs under
SO 1.3 stimulate economic growth and improve the quality of life for
Romanian citizens.  The SO consolidates previous objectives and builds on
achievements in several critical sectors of the economy in which USAID
has made and can continue to make a significant difference. USAID's
analysis indicates that there is a common set of functional problem areas
where results are most needed to achieve the Strategic Objective.  These
functional areas constitute four intermediate results that are necessary to
accomplish the SO: 1) Improved policy/legal/regulatory frameworks
supportive of market expansion; 2) Strengthened institutional capacity of
targeted private sector associations, Government of Romania (GOR)
counterparts, and sectoral NGOs to serve market economy goals; 3)
Improved competitiveness of targeted private sector companies and
markets; and 4) Improved process of transferring state-owned assets to
private ownership.

Methodology for Analysis and Selection of Program Approach
Since 1990, USAID/Romania has provided assistance to several sectors
that contribute to economic growth.  Programs and activities have focused
on increased private sector participation in the Romanian economy, as well
as the development of the fundamental environment for market-driven
growth.  Based on 11 years of experience combined with the results and
findings of other donors programs and the EU, USAID concluded that
economic growth is stymied by the slowness of the transition to market
principles.  Therefore, early analytic exercises by SO teams concentrated
on identifying key constraints inhibiting the development of a free market
environment and private sector growth. The SO teams approached the
initial problem analysis task from a sector perspective, reflecting past and
ongoing programs and the structure of the previous Strategic Plan.  During
this analysis, a common set of problems and constraints emerged across all
sectors that are serious impediments to accelerating private sector-led
growth.  This finding led USAID’s SO teams to the conclusion that the
overall objective can best be addressed through a functional approach,
rather than an individual sector approach in terms of strategic direction and
program planning.  As a result, four SOs under the previous strategy have
been combined to create the new SO 1.3, with four IRs which address
functional areas common to each and every sector.

Source: World Bank
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USAID believes that this approach has significant advantages.  First, it
streamlines management and consolidates reporting by reducing the
number of SOs.  Second, by emphasizing a functional approach, a flexible
program environment is created, allowing sector emphasis within the SO to
shift as conditions dictate, as well as adding new sectors where the
functional problem areas are pronounced and significant.  The results will
be more efficient management of our private sector programs and greater
program impact through a more focused programming effort that stimulates
teamwork and the sharing of lessons and knowledge among specialists
from various sectors.

B. PROBLEM  ANALYSIS

Poor economic performance is attributed to the country's inability to make
the full transition from a state enterprise-dominated economy to one led by
the private sector. Accelerating private sector growth represents the
greatest potential for economic development, job expansion and a better
standard of life for Romanians.

The lack of appropriate and effective laws, policies and regulatory
frameworks (IR1.3.1) remain a serious constraint to Romania’s private
sector growth.  Despite over ten years of effort, Romania still needs
support to further refine existing legal framework and establish and
strengthen the institutional structures to ensure the effective
implementation of new laws and policies.

Progress across the private sector varies. In some areas substantial gains
have been made. USAID’s banking supervision program strengthened the
National Bank of Romania capacity to provide effective supervisory
oversight. Likewise in the financial sector critical legislation for pension
reform has been developed and issued.

However, capital markets are still functioning poorly and present a serious
obstacle to the generation and channeling of investment funds to
enterprises.  For example, gross domestic investment has fallen from 30
percent of GDP in 1989 to 20 percent in 1999. Also foreign direct
investment levels in Romania are low relative to other transition countries.
The capital markets suffer from the lack of an effective legal and
regulatory framework, urgently needed to 1) enhance transparency; 2)
assure effective court adjudication of commercial disputes; and 3) create
systems to protect minority shareholders.  The resolution of these problems
is important to increasing investor confidence.

Within the SME sector, excessive administrative procedures, high tax rates,
and limited contract enforceability continue to cause serious problems.
Nevertheless, some progress has been made in this area with USAID
assistance.  Both at the national and local government levels, improved
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procedures for establishing new businesses have been made.  These pilot
efforts initiated by USAID must be further developed and extended to
additional ministries and municipalities.  National level concerns need to
be addressed to improve the overall business environment, including
improving freedom of access to information on matters concerning
businessmen.

Other legal and regulatory constraints exist that hamper private sector
growth.  In the energy sector work has been initiated to move from a
heavily centralized structure to one that is decentralized and privatized.
USAID support for restructuring plans for electric and gas utilities has been
critical in the government’s restructuring efforts. Significant problems
remain in this sector and the legal and policy frameworks for taking the
next steps toward privatization must now be developed.  Romania has
made a significant effort to align its environmental legislation to EU
requirements.  At present two critical elements are missing: enforcement
and compliance procedures, and approaches to ensure that the framework
will be effective.

Key institutional weaknesses (IR1.3.2) both in the private and public
sectors exist.  The institutional setting must be strengthened for capital
markets, both the oversight bodies as well as the exchanges themselves.
The RASDAQ exchange must deal with a diverse array of over 5000
formerly state-owned firms of all sizes which were placed on the exchange
by the Government.   This mixing of a large number of poor quality firms
with healthy concerns in the same forum has created an unstable situation
and has led to a poorly performing capital market in Romania.

Other areas of institutional strengthening are critically important, such as
strengthening of credit and financing sources and development of strong
associations.  This is especially important for the growth and sound
performance of SMEs.  Small companies face great difficulties in accessing
finance through bank loans and therefore alternative financial instruments
should be developed.   A recent study of SMEs in Romania, funded by the
E&E Bureau evaluation program, looked at the SMEs which USAID had
supported through micro-lending and small loans (See John Earle, "What
Makes Firms Grow" September 2001 preliminary findings).  Part of the
study compared the performance of the 300 firms USAID had provided
finance prior to March 2000 with that of the performance of all SMEs in
Romania during the period 1997 -2000.  The USAID-assisted firms grew,
on average, across all sectors by 20 percent while there was a contraction
of 4 percent for all Romanian firms.  Thus, it is clear that financing remains
an important constraint to SMEs expansion and profitability.

A key concern across the private sector is establishing an effective role for
government in terms of ensuring a competitive environment that serves the
needs of the society. Major support for regulatory entities is needed in a
number of sectors such as energy, the IT sector, and the environment.  In

Source: World Bank

“The continuation of
enterprise
restructuring, the
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privatization and
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order to sustain
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financial stability
and economic
recovery in
Romania.”
EBRD, April, 2001
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most cases efforts are underway and progress is being made. Further
support is needed to help regulatory entities strengthen their capability to
carryout reform legislation and to develop systems to insure compliance.

 A significant lack of competition (IR1.3.3) permeates the Romanian
economy.  Although USAID and other donors have supported programs to
lay a solid foundation for a competitive environment, there are still serious
constraints impeding progress. Remaining constraints include: poor
management practices at the firm level; a lack of marketing skills which
inhibits expansion into new markets; poor production technology and
inadequate information technology systems; the high cost of financing and
lack of credit alternatives; subsidies that distort prices and the rational
allocation of the factors of production by the marketplace; and
monopolistic practices which impair the movement to a free market.  An
overarching problem is the high inflation rate, which stems from large
government deficits required to support poorly performing state
enterprises.

The agriculture sector provides a vivid example of a sector suffering from
many of these problems which stifle competition and limit growth.
Romania was once an exporter of agricultural products, especially in agro-
forestry.  Since 1992, however, the country has become a net importer of
food and other products, a change that has deprived the country of
significant export revenues and hard currency earnings. USAID has
directly addressed key policy issues in agriculture and reforms have laid a
basis for attacking other key problems, such as land consolidation. The
current average farm size is 2.33 hectares and most farms operate with
fragmented plots that are even smaller. This leads to production
inefficiencies which severely limit the potential for growth in the sector.
Poor management, a lack of crop insurance programs, and the physical
deterioration of irrigation systems further limit production potential.

A competitive malaise also stymies progress in other important sectors that
are critical to economic growth and the expansion of the private sector.
Although SMEs have benefited from expanded credit sources and an
improved regulatory environment, the task is far from complete.
Additional credit sources are needed at competitive rates in order for SMEs
to improved production and expand output. Additionally, improved
management and marketing practices, as well as better quality standards
are urgently required if Romania’s SMEs are to be competitive.

A pervasive problem limiting competition is monopolistic activity,
especially in the energy sector.  Romania’s economy is highly energy
intensive and inefficient.  Major imbalances in the economy are generated
by distorted energy prices that are heavily regulated and frequently
subsidized.  Non-payment of energy bills by large, state-owned industrial
consumers, and of fuel bills by electricity, gas and other utilities, have
caused huge arrears.  These arrears crowd out other potential borrowers
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from the credit markets and raise the cost of doing business.  USAID has
made strides in this sector: the GOR has approved USAID-supported
restructuring plans for electricity and gas so that separation of generation,
distribution and transmission systems can be effectively implemented.
More work is needed to make the energy sector truly competitive,
especially a continuation of efforts to eliminate subsidies and privatize
utilities.

Problems inhibiting competition are closely related to privatization
(IR1.3.4) efforts.  USAID programs in policy and regulatory reform have
enhanced the environment for privatization, but the process is still
incomplete.  Although progress has been made, most of the privatization
efforts to date have focused on small companies, while most large-scale
enterprises remain state owned.  Enormous debts and arrears continue to
make private acquisition unattractive to most investors, and the paucity of
financing alternatives severely limits investors’ options.  In agriculture,
remaining privatization must be implemented in a rational manner that
allows for efficient farm sizes.  Finally, privatization is thwarted by
massive environmental liabilities of state enterprises, making them too
expensive to attract private investors.

C. PROGRESS TO DATE
Romania has successfully assisted in the establishment of capital markets
institutions and associated technical trading mechanisms. USAID’s
banking supervision program strengthened the National Bank of Romania
to conduct on-site and off-site examinations of both state and private
banks, enforce prudential regulations and address the needs of problematic
banks. It also assisted the GOR in establishing the Competition Council
and its implementing arms, that now is able to properly carry out its anti-
monopoly mandate. Significant progress was made in the continuing
enhancement of the progressive tax regime, with positive impact on both
domestic and foreign investment decisions.

USAID activities addressed administrative and legal barriers that hinder
SME operation through analyses of regulatory constraints. Assistance was
provided to central and local governments and resulted in legal and
institutional reforms, simplification of ministry licensing/approval
procedures and establishment of a one-stop shop for business registration.
Local bureaucracy was streamlined in synergy with USAID local
government initiatives.

Several interventions were designed to diversify financial instruments and
increase access to credit through regional micro-credit programs and credit
unions. The Romanian-American Enterprise Fund (RAEF) achieved
maturity by attracting significant private resources in privatizing large
companies (i.e. Banca Agricola privatization) and by selling their SME
loan portfolio to private banks.

“Sustainable growth
in SE Europe in the
long run can only be
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sound, dynamic
private sector.”
IMF/World Bank,
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USAID’s programs strengthened and created sustainable business support
organizations. Technical assistance to the miller's and meat processors'
associations has created viable organizations.  In addition, technical
assistance has improved the capacity of dairy and poultry associations to
provide meaningful policy advocacy and services to their members,
impacting thousands of producers.  This includes: enabling legislation for
warehouse receipts, an indemnity fund and grading system as key legal
components of the grain sector reform program, and enabling the
implementation of state farm privatization that allowed the release of
World Bank’s Agricultural Sector Adjustment Loan (ASAL) funding.

In critical areas of the energy sector, the reform process has proven to be
long and complicated. Not until 1998 did the government approve the
USAID-supported restructuring plan for the electricity sector.  In 1999, it
approved the USAID supported restructuring plan for the gas sector.
Separation of distribution, generation and transmission systems for
electricity and gas can now be effectively implemented. The USAID
energy reform program has promoted competition, private sector
participation and compliance with EU requirements and leverages
significant multilateral lending to the sector. As a result, the process of
market openness and liberalization is under way.

USAID’s assistance built both public and private management capacities to
address critical constraints to sustainable development and facilitated
urgently needed environmental investments.  Assistance was provided in
drafting and implementing environmental policies, laws and regulations
including advancing the “polluter pays” concept. Environmental
improvements had a positive impact on the health of local populations,
provided for the rational management of natural resources and local
utilities, and were directly linked to the sustainability of economic
development.

D.  RESULTS FRAMEWORK

1.   Causal Linkages
USAID/Romania SO 1.3, "Accelerated Private Sector Growth by
Supporting a Market-Driven Environment" directly supports the E&E
Bureau goal (SAA I: Economic Restructuring), "A competitive, market-
oriented economy in which the majority of economic resources is privately
owned and managed". At a lower level, this SO links directly with the
E&E Bureau SO 1.3, "Accelerated growth and development of private
enterprises".

Solutions to the problems and constraints identified in the six sectors
require Intermediate Results (IRs) focusing on function, rather than sector.
Achievement of SO 1.3 will require accomplishments of the following four
IRs.

The reform process
for the energy sector
has proven to be
long and
complicated.

“The future
economic growth in
Romania may also
be affected by the
degree of
environmental
degradation.”
UNDP’s National
Human Development
Report, 2000

Solutions to
problems and
constraints require
results focusing on
function, rather
than sector.



USAID’s Assistance Strategy for Romania 2002 – 2006 23

I.R. 1.3.1 Improved policy/legal/regulatory framework supportive of
market expansion
A critical condition for facilitating market economy expansion is the
creation of an enabling policy, legal and regulatory environment. This will
be undertaken through development of a clear set of policies, laws and
regulations that will improve the business environment and generate
domestic and foreign investment, as well as employment and income.

I.R. 1.3.2 Strengthened institutional capacity of private sector
associations, GOR sector counterparts and NGOs to serve market
economy goals
Extremely important aspects of the legislative improvement are
implementation and enforcement. In this regard, USAID will provide
support for building capacity of government and independent institutions
and private sector NGOs and business-support organizations to promote
and enforce policies, laws and regulations and participate in the decision-
making processes.

I.R. 1.3.3 Improved competitiveness of private sector's companies and
markets
Assistance will be provided by USAID to increase commercial operations
and investment, promote exports, implement modern management
practices, improve production, improve corporate governance and increase
the transparency and credibility of Romanian financial markets.

I.R. 1.3.4 Improved process of transferring state-owned assets to
private ownership
Finally, USAID support in the process of transferring the state-owned
assets to private ownership will increase the private sector share in the
economy. This will result in decreased arrears, improved economic
efficiency and confidence in market economy, reduced unfair competition,
and increased liquidity on the market.

2. Critical Assumptions:
GOR  commitment to reform will be maintained;
Other donors will maintain their respective levels of financial support;
Parliament will continue to be receptive to needed legislative support;
Romania's inflation rate will be reduced;
The  GOR will expand its program to reduce corruption;
Southeastern Europe will not experience a major regional crisis.

3.  Other Donor Support
USAID/Romania activities in support of accelerated private sector growth
work in conjunction with a variety of international donor organizations,
such as the World Bank, EBRD and EU.  Total assistance levels are
significant, but the Romanian experience has shown an inability to
effectively absorb some donor funds.  In this context, donor coordination is
critical to achieving results in the private sector strategy.
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capacity of the
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Legal reform and institutional support are being provided through the
World Bank’s PSAL II, Petroleum Rehabilitation, Power Sector
Rehabilitation, Irrigation Rehabilitation, Agricultural Support Services, and
Agricultural Pollution Reduction programs. The EU’s Structural Accession
Program for Agriculture and Rural Development (SAPARD), and the
Instrument for Structural Policies for Pre-Accession (ISPA) both include
important legal and policy components. Competitiveness support is
provided through World Bank’s PSAL II and Rural Finance loans, EU’s
ISPA, SAPARD grants and EBRD’s electricity market support loan.
Privatization support will be provided through the World Bank’s PSAL II
and Irrigation loans and EU’s grants for electricity distribution
privatization. USAID will play a major role in leveraging many of these
programs by providing complementary and catalytic assistance along
functional lines in key sectors.  In agriculture, a major World Bank loan for
irrigation will be tied to the development of USAID-supported water user
associations.  In another World Bank program to improve the business
environment, deregulation actions developed under USAID’s legal reform
activity are being included as conditionalities to the release of Bank
funding. USAID-funded activities in the energy sector have set the
standards for restructuring in gas and electricity that will be used to
implement major privatization programs by other donors.  This type of
complementarity and leveraging will continue and be expanded under the
new SO 1.3.

E.  PROGRAM APPROACHES

1. Proposed Program
USAID’s program will address the constraints identified above and will
concentrate on results to eliminate key bottlenecks across sectoral lines.

I.R.1.3.1 Improved policy/legal/regulatory framework supportive of
market expansion

USAID/Romania will pursue policy reform at the macro, sectoral, and
local levels, to ensure sustainable reform for accelerated private sector
growth.

Capital market reform and improvement is critical to future growth. Legal
and judiciary assistance will be provided for interventions to reduce
corruption, improve corporate governance, and market transparency, and
provide training to enforce capital market regulations. Such results provide
the basis for reforms in collateral area development such as pension
reform, insurance, and SME development.

SMEs legal reform support started in 1999, when USAID assistance
addressed issues related to business legal and regulatory environment in
“Red-Tape Analysis" and the Legal Inventory. These critical efforts
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identified the main legal, regulatory, and administrative barriers that affect
SMEs development and provided the basis for promoting specific legal
reforms.

Further, assistance will focus on streamlining the bureaucracy and
strengthening the legal system’s ability to support various types of business
transactions. Special emphasis will be put on increasing accountability and
transparency of the government decision-making process through
developing an Administrative Procedures Act for Romania and providing
Government bodies with “model rules” system.  In the IT sector USAID
will work with the GOR to develop the legal and regulatory structures
needed to de-monopolize the current telecommunication market. This will
include helping the GOR put an effective public regulatory body in place.

For agriculture and food processing USAID will support improvements in
the legal and regulatory environment to assist in developing long term
agricultural policy that supports free trade. Specifically targeted areas will
include export, irrigation, crop insurance, warehouse receipts, and finance.
A key component of the agriculture's export policy reform will include
activities that focus on analyzing standards for food quality and
sanitation/labeling/ packaging, and studies of cost effective enforcement
mechanisms.

In energy, USAID will continue its policy and legal assistance, to facilitate
privatization and competitiveness required to expand the energy market
and accelerating private sector growth in this sector. Regulatory support
will also continue, through developing and implementing market rules,
essential for the sound operation of the sector.

The environment sector requires further legal and policy work. USAID will
build on previous activities and will assist the GOR in implementing
principles of sustainable development, polluter-pays, and cost recovery,
enhancing the GOR's progress towards EU acquis communitaire. As the
privatization process advances, assistance will be provided to improve
environmental legislation, by establishing a consistent framework for
environmental liability and clean-up.

I.R. 1.3.2 Strengthened institutional capacity of private sector
associations, GOR sector counterparts and NGOs to serve market
economy goals

USAID will continue its efforts to assist in building the capacity of the
private sector’s financial institutions. In this regard, targeted interventions
at stock exchanges are envisaged. Support includes measures to strengthen
existing stock exchange operations and to improve the corporate
governance of member firms. A possible merger of the existing markets
(trading systems, clearances, depositories, and registries) will also be
examined with a view to enhancing investor protection and transparency

“Recognizing the
fundamental role of
private sector-led
growth for sustained
economic and social
development, the
GOR is committed to
promote a stable,
neutral and efficient
business
environment.”
EU Pre-Accession
Report
September  2001
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and establishing credibility in capital markets.

Institutional support will continue to be offered to build capacity and
sustainability of BSOs, such as professional associations, foundations,
think tanks, chambers of commerce, educational and training institutions.
USAID will also support selected ministries and municipalities to improve
access to information regarding public procurements and contracts and also
introduce an appeals process which will enable businessmen to review
government decisions in these areas.

A new institutional strengthening activity to support the micro, small and
medium size enterprises has been launched to empower SME associations
to do advocacy work and lobby campaigns to improve their business
environment. The activity will continue to develop BSO advocacy and
information dissemination skills. It will develop a business associations’
strategy to conduct trade-related activities and to initiate joint ventures and
investment.

The financial institutional infrastructure will be assisted through promoting
non-profit organizations with legal authority to conduct lending activities
focused on groups not effectively served otherwise. Micro-lending will
also be continued as this market demand is barely addressed by other
financial organizations.

In the agricultural sector, USAID’s focus will facilitate the World Bank
irrigation rehabilitation loans through support of private water-user
associations (WUA’s) and irrigation districts.  This component will provide
critical institutional strengthening needed for delivering water and service
to district producers and assure future investments are protected. In
addition, working with water-user associations will provide the basis for
land consolidation through identifying and pairing commercial producers
with landowners willing to provide leases in the irrigated areas. USAID
interventions will also assist the formation and sustainability of
professional agribusiness associations in different food sectors: grain,
dairy, meat processing, viticulture, and regional marketing associations to
help members advance in the export markets, increase productivity,
introduce new products, improve management and marketing to enhance
profitability.

In energy, assistance and training will continue to the National Regulatory
Agency for Power and Heat (ANRE) and National Regulatory Agency for
Gas (ANRG) to transform these agencies into fully independent and self-
sustainable entities capable of issuing and implementing competitive
market rules.

Support will be provided for increasing institutional capacity of
environmental institutions to monitor floods and accidental pollution which
have been major problem areas in Romania. The development of necessary
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environmental administrative structures has been recognized by EU as a
major area of need for Romania’s transition to market economy. USAID
will also continue its assistance in establishing and operating of the
environment fund, through which resources will be allocated to leverage
environmental investments in industries and municipalities.

I.R. 1.3.3 Improved competitiveness of private sector's companies and
markets
To improve Romanian SMEs’ competitiveness, USAID activities will
provide technical assistance to BSOs in sectors with high potential for
growth, like IT, tourism and light manufacturing. Such activities include
the development of entrepreneurs’ managerial and marketing skills and the
promotion of technology transfers through the facilitation of joint ventures
and investment.

This component aims to increase and restore the agricultural export
competitiveness Romania previously enjoyed. USAID will help promote
and develop Romanian exports to EU and regional markets. The export
component is also a vehicle to implement standards of trade and quality.
Competitiveness of the agricultural sector will be improved by making
available affordable catastrophic crop insurance for all commercial farms
in Romania.  This program will take advantage of US tools in satellite
imagery and crop prediction, as well as advanced statistical risk
management tools developed at USDA and the World Bank.  It will
facilitate access to financing sources and contribute to reducing transaction
costs and increasing transparency.  Activities under this initiative will
contribute toward attaining efficient sized farms and will assist Romania to
access other donor funds.

USAID will continue to provide technical assistance and training to
increase the commercialization of new electricity generation, transmission
and distribution companies, to compete effectively on Europe’s newly
emerging power markets.  In this regard, technical assistance, partnership
activities and training will continue to be provided to electricity utilities, in
combination with the regional program dedicated to the new Balkan power
market.

Assistance in environment management systems including waste
minimization and pollution prevention will be granted, which will provide
procedures leading to more efficient use of raw materials, better cost
control, increased profit, and less costly environmental compliance. This
will increase competitiveness of industries and make them more attractive
to investors. Implementation of these practices with utilities will enable
them to become reliable providers of high quality services, less polluting
and a source of revenues to the local community budget. This should make
them more attractive to private investors and facilitate privatization.
USAID will concentrate assistance in this sector on partnering
arrangements with US firms that have advanced skills and technologies in

Source: World Bank
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waste management and environmentally sound disposal.

I.R. 1.3.4 Improved process of transferring state-owned assets to
private ownership
Currently, privatization has been stimulated via existing IESC programs
designed to target certain companies with State majority ownership
(through the APAPS/Agency for Privatization and State Properties). Teams
of American experts in the field of marketing, finance, and manufacturing
will assist these companies to develop comprehensive business plans,
eventually creating conditions to make them more attractive to domestic
and foreign investors.

The climate for privatization is improved when capital market issues are
addressed and resolved. Synergistic opportunities exist, as privatization and
capital markets need to mesh effectively in order to create healthy
investment conditions. USAID efforts to improve capital markets should
make the environment for privatization more attractive.

The growth of the SME sector will generate new jobs, thereby expanding
employment opportunities for people laid off from the state restructured
companies.  This will help avoid social disruptions and will accelerate the
privatization process.

USAID will assist with policy support and implementation guidelines for
completing the land privatization in the agricultural sector, assuring
transparent transactions on public markets and will directly support the
water users associations to gain private ownership of the irrigation assets
from the state and access funding for rehabilitation.

Preparing the Romanian power sector for privatization and defining a
specific program that helps the GOR create an equitable environment for
private sector participation will continue to be a high priority for USAID.
Until the unbundling of the energy activities is complete and a massive
transfer of present state owned assets to the private sector is achieved, real
competition will not occur and energy will remain as a significant drag on
the Romanian economy.

To facilitate the transfer of assets into private ownership, support will be
provided for the implementation of a coherent environmental liability
regime toward allocation of costs, management responsibility,
determination of desired standards of environmental quality, and selection
of sites to be cleaned up.

2. Performance Measurements
(see Appendix B: Performance Assessment for a complete listing of
indicators)
Future initiatives in the private sector arena will be very complex, with
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ambitious targets that will be measured and monitored as follows:  a) at the
SO level, increased private sector share in GDP and increased number of
SMEs active in the market will be monitored by using data available in the
National Statistics Commission’s (NCS) yearbook; b) for the improved
policy, legal and regulatory support, specific reforms will be identified as
critical achievements of the objective, while Strengthened institutional
capacity of private sector associations, GOR sector counterparts and NGOs
to serve market economy goals will be monitored through implementors’
reports, site visits and targeted surveys; c) improved competitiveness of
private sector's companies and markets will be measured by increased
exports in targeted areas, with data monitored from NCS yearbook and
improved process of transferring state-owned assets to private ownership
will be measured through  percent of remaining state owned assets,
desegregated by sectors, with data from the Ministry of Privatization and
APAPS reports.

3.  Expected Results
By the end of 2006 it is expected that SO 1.3 will have significantly
contributed towards reaching the Mission’s Strategy for accelerating the
private sector growth by achieving the following results: 1) a clear set of
policies, laws and regulations in targeted sectors, that will improve the
business climate, stimulate investment and income; 2) an improved
capacity of GOR, NGOs, and BSOs entities to enforce critical legislation;
3) a competitive private sector with increased international markets,
increased commercial operations and increased international investment
and; 4) an increased amount of state-owned assets transferred to private
ownership.

For the $80.8 million investment, over the 5-year strategy period, the
specific achievements that will support acceleration of private sector
growth will include: existence of specific policy, legal and regulatory
frameworks needed for acceleration of private sector growth and
sustainability of 60 percent of assisted GOR, NGO and BSO entities that
will actively participate in legislative process dealing with business
environment. At the same time, public/private partnerships will be in place
and will support achievements in accelerating private sector growth.  It is
envisaged that such partnerships will continue long after the elapse of this
five-year strategy.

USAID estimates that in 2006 more than 75 percent of the GDP will be
generated by the private sector, compared to 65 percent in 2001, and at
least 50 percent of total productive assets will be privatized, compared to
35 percent in 2001 (with nearly 100 percent of agricultural land in private
ownership).  Improved competition will be supported, while achieving a 20
percent increase in exports in targeted areas.  At the same time, USAID
envisages the increase of the average operating farm size from 2.33 to 15
ha within 5 years.

“The creation of an
enabling business
environment is based
on a coherent and
stable legal framework
that ensures the
development of the
market competition, the
reduction of
transaction costs and
the diminishing of the
tax burden.”

Center for Economic
Development, 20012
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4. Sustainability
Sustainability was one of the goals of USAID/Romania previous strategy
and continues to remain a priority for future assistance.  A key element of
this strategy is the “Romanianization” of USAID management and
implementing entities.

Development of a sound legal framework, support for institutional
development, assistance in increasing competitiveness, and privatization
efforts will allow enterprises to grow through competition and to attract
foreign investment, leading to sustainable and efficient private sector-led
growth.
The transfer of knowledge and development skills will continue to create
the basis for program replication in other geographical areas and sectors.
This will allow continuity after the USAID assistance ends.  In this context,
certain Romanian entities that benefit from USAID support represent
valuable local resources and should become partners in implementing
future activities in Romania.

Clear sets of
policies, laws and
regulations will
sustain private
sector-led growth.
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E&E Strategic Assistance Area I: Economic Restructuring

E&E Economic Restructuring Goal: A competitive, market-oriented economy in
which the majority of economic resources is privately owned and managed.

USAID/Romania Mission Goal:  A real market-oriented economy to improve the
standard of living for Romanians.

SO 1.3:  Accelerated private sector growth by supporting a market-
driven environment
Timeframe: 2002 – 2006
Development Partners:  see list below
Indicator: Increased  private sector share in GDP measured by:
Percent of total private sector share in GDP
Increased number of SMEs on the market

IR 1.2:  Strengthened
institutional capacity of
private sector associations,
GOR sector counterparts,
and NGOs, to serve market
economy goals

Timeframe: 2002 – 2006
Development Partners:
Competition Council,
CNVM, local EPAs, sectoral
NGOs, ANRE, ANRGN,
Business Support
Organizations, sectoral R&D
and educational institutes.
Indicators:
Number of self-sustainable
targeted associations and
NGOs.
Share of the budget covered
 through services.

IR 1.1: Improved
policy/legal/regulatory
framework supportive
of market expansion

Timeframe: 2002 – 2006
Development Partners:
Ministry of justice, public
administration,
Competition Council,
CNVM, Bucharest Stock
Exchange,  ANRE,
ANRGN, government
agencies.
Indicator: Specific laws
and regulations
supportive of market
expansion.

IR 1.3: Improved
competitiveness of
private sector’s
companies and markets

Timeframe: 2002 –
2006
Development Partners:
Business Support
Organizations, assisted
companies and utilities,
Bucharest Stock
Exchange.
Indicators:
Percent of SMEs' share
in GDP.
Increased export in
targeted sectors.

IR 1.4: Improved
process of
transferring state-
owned assets to
private ownership

Timeframe: 2002 –
2006
Development
Partners:
GOR ministries and
agencies, state-owned
large enterprises, and
domestic and foreign
investors
Indicator: percent of
remaining state-
owned assets,
desegregated by
sectors (banking,
agriculture, energy
and other large
enterprises)



USAID's Assistance Strategy for Romania 2002-2006 32

PART II:    STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES AND PROGRAM
PLANS

Strategic Objective 2.3:  Improved Democratic Governance at the Local
Level

A. STATEMENT OF STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

The Mission’s new Strategic Objective 2.3: “Improved Democratic
Governance at the Local Level” consolidates past gains by concentrating
efforts to take advantage of USAID’s comparative advantage.

In USAID/Romania’s last strategy (1997-2000), separate Strategic
Objectives addressed national and local level issues. SO 2.1 addressed
parliamentary strengthening, assistance to executive offices and line
ministries, media support, and civil society development, while local
government assistance was an effort under SO 2.3, addressing the fiscal and
administrative decentralization framework and local public administration
capacity-building. The shift to governance at the local level is an opportunity
to strengthen democratic institutions and mechanisms for accountability. The
Mission’s proposed SO 2.3 will strengthen the administrative, financial and
political dimensions of the national enabling environment, will improve
democratic local governance and will increase local government capacity.3
Results in the new SO will directly impact the other two Strategic
Objectives. Less bureaucracy, less rent-seeking by public officials, lower
transaction costs, freer flows of information, greater efficiency and public
support will improve the environment for the private sector and for social
service delivery.

While USAID/Romania proposes to focus on local governance, attention
will still be paid to critical national processes, such as the annual national
budget formulation, which have direct impact on local resources. The
relationship between national political party entities and their local branches
is another area in which central-level interventions may be critically relevant
to achieving proposed results. Judicial reform is another area requiring a
comprehensive national commitment and large donor support to achieve
results. Rather than engaging national judicial reform programs,
USAID/Romania will seek to leverage World Bank, EU and other donor
programs with targeted interventions to promote judicial improvements at
the local level. Local access to conflict mediation can relieve pressure on the
courts.

B. PROBLEM ANALYSIS

In December 2000, Romania made its second peaceful transfer of national
power. The June 2000 local elections also provided evidence that democratic
institutions are solidly established in Romania. Both elections were
considered free and transparent by independent observers such as Asociatia
Pro-Democratia (APD)4. Voting patterns demonstrated strategic voting by
citizens who maneuvered to defeat a presidential run-off candidate who was

“Good governance is
not a luxury. It is a
right which all citizens
should enjoy. But it is
also an obligation
which all governments
should honor. It is
what a country can
and should do for its
citizens.”17

Mircea Geoana
Romanian Foreign Minister

May  2001

“Continue to invest in
areas where results are
likely to be achieved at
the local level, but also
complement these
“safe” investments
with interventions at
national levels to
promote more far-
reaching reform
regarding the more
systemic obstacles.”18

Romania DG Assessment
2001
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widely perceived to represent dangerous nationalistic tendencies. Print and
electronic media represent a full political spectrum, covering debates on
public policy, political trends, and problems such as corruption. CSOs
continue to grow, diversifying and specializing areas of activity. The EU
most recent Regular Report on Romania’s Progress Towards Accession5

also concludes that Romania has achieved the requisite stability of
institutions guaranteeing democracy.

In terms of democratic governance, however, the Romanian political
transition remains unaccomplished. These deficits are not theoretical. The
lack of effective and responsive governance undermines popular support for
public institutions and inhibits the progress of reforms essential for
economic growth. A recent survey6 found that a staggering 82 percent agree
with the statement, “laws are neither applied nor complied with”. Three
quarters of those polled think political parties are not trustworthy. In a
similar survey last year, nearly 87 percent of respondents said neither
Parliament nor the judiciary act in the public interest.5 These figures suggest
that periodic free elections are not sufficient to provide the foundations for
democratic governance.

Romanian politics seem to be in a parallel universe: political parties are too
occupied with internal and inter-party rivalries to spend much time
reviewing legislative initiatives, weighing policy options, or helping
constituents understand the harsh transformation they are living through.
The new ruling party, the PSD7 emphasizes its commitment to stronger
management in public administration, but while its ability to coordinate
levers of power is superior to the former ruling coalition, greater attention is
still paid to consolidating authority than to efficiency or accountability.

While CSOs continue to multiply, they are still not effective in mediating
citizens interests vis-à-vis government. Nor have they secured a niche in
public service delivery. State institutions have little trust in the ability of
CSOs to be effective partners. Yet, in sectors such as child welfare and
health care, reform can not succeed unless the state encourages community-
based alternatives provided by CSOs.

The Romanian judiciary is not a reliable guarantor of rights or justice. Law
enforcement is inconsistent, courts are slow, delays are common. Even when
a good law is on the books, the lack of procedural norms and the lack of
shared information resources means that magistrates vary widely in their
interpretations and applications of the law. The judicial system shares a
weakness with other public institutions that seriously affects democratic
governance: lack of transparency in procedures and decision-making, and
lack of accountability in the face of the public.

A DG assessment8 confirmed that the combined effect of Romania’s
undeveloped public accountability and weak representation profoundly
undermines democracy. The assessment identified two highly related DG
problems: 1) officials are more accountable to relatively undemocratic
political party structures than to constituents and oversight bodies; and 2)

Source: Freedom House

“A general lack of
accountability has led
to an ingrained
corruption.”19

Romania  DG Assessment,
2001

“Local participation
tends to be higher than
national participation,
which reflects the
spark of dynamism
that has emerged at the
local level.”20

Romania DG Assessment
2001
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although internal pressures for change are mounting as a result of persistent
economic hardship and frustration with the material benefits of democratic
governance, there are few channels for popular pressures to bear influence.

USAID’s resources and manageable interest argue against a far-flung
portfolio. However, the DG Assessment confirmed Mission’s perception that
we are gaining the most traction in focusing programming at the local level.
USAID invested heavily in local government under the last strategy, and
succeeded in achieving key goals related to decentralization. The new Law
on Local Public Finance (1998) and improvements in the Law on Local
Taxes and Fees (1997) provided local governments with increased fiscal
authority. Among its many provisions, the local public finance legislation
established the percentage allocations of the wage tax to be shared: 40% to
local governments, 10% to county governments, and 50% to the central
government. While these percentages were fixed in the Law on Public
Finance, in practice the Government has used provisions of the Annual
Budget Law to change those percentage allocations, thereby creating
problems of revenue predictability for local governments. Additionally, the
new legal framework established the authority for local borrowing, thus
allowing local governments to incur debt. Nevertheless, the municipal credit
market is in its nascent stage. Finally, the discretion accompanying the
earmarking process was, to a certain extent, diminished, by the issuance of a
set of criteria for allocating equalization grants9. Involving residents more
routinely in local decision making also requires  innovation  not yet
occurring in most Romanian municipalities and towns.

The PSD government’s program calls for acceleration of public
administration reforms and decentralization—areas in which USAID has
gained comparative advantage based on previous and current work. At the
same time, political dynamics at the local level are a promising target of
opportunity because, excepting the country’s president, mayors are the only
Romanian officials directly elected by constituents (rather then based on
party lists).  Thus they are more responsive to public appeals and civil
society voices.

C. PROGRESS TO DATE

Past USAID programming included activities designed to push forward
achievement of the five recognized democratic governance attributes of: 1)
legal sustainability and policy framework, 2) democratic processes, 3)
financial resources, 4) municipal services and assets, and 5) institutional
support systems.10

At the central level USAID-funded activities under SO 2.3 contributed
significantly to the adoption of decentralization legislation. The new legal
framework fundamentally changed local public administration by expanding
authority to establish expenditure priorities, approve investments, execute
long-term budgeting, gain access to credit from internal and external
markets, and, most important, assess and collect revenues from local taxes
and fees. As a result, the value of local taxes and fees increased between

Source: World Bank

“The Law on Local
Public Finance put
local finances and the
local budget process on
an equal legislative
basis with those of the
national
government.”21

World Bank
June, 2001

Local political
dynamics represent an
opportunity because
mayors are directly
elected by constituents.
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1998 and 1999 by over 70 percent in real terms. This source now represents
over 50% of total local revenues, one of the highest percentages in the
region.10 However, some major constraints still need to be addressed: 1) the
inability of Romanian local government units to establish their own
commercial bank accounts; 2) projections of revenue by local governments
still lack a significant degree of predictability; 3) unfunded mandates
associated with decentralized functions and services.

At the local level activities included training and limited technical assistance
to local officials in executing the new responsibilities. A major achievement
of USAID local government assistance is the creation of the Romanian
Federation of Local Authorities and several professional associations of
local officials. This combination of training and association building
strengthened local officials’ capacity to deal with the specific needs
expressed by the communities. However, the associations need additional
assistance to become sustainable. Too little attention has been devoted to the
efficient use of local revenue and the need to establish community-wide
priorities for the use of that  local  revenue. Issues relating  to unfunded
mandates,  central government transfers and equalization grant formulas, for
the most part, have not been addressed.

In the area of citizen participation, under  SO 2.1,  USAID sought  to  build
civil society counterweights to government. Civic NGOs challenged
government institutions by demanding greater transparency, openness and a
role for citizens in decision making.  After the 1996 elections, many NGOs
attempted partnerships with the new government. These partnerships
achieved some reforms, but overall, the government failed to deliver good
governance, and most NGO advocacy initiatives, which focused on
government institutions at the central level, proved ineffective. Most NGOs
did not develop citizen constituencies, and poor citizen representation
stymied NGO advocacy efforts. The weak links of NGOs to local
communities, along with the failure of elected officials to develop their local
representative function, perpetuated a sense of hopelessness and cynicism
that paralyzed citizen participation.

However, increasing numbers of USAID-assisted NGOs, especially local
associations representing businesses, professionals, or users of public
services, developed local and regional constituencies (mostly outside SO
2.1).  These groups, along with civic NGOs that have made transitions from
focusing on advocacy at the central level to local service delivery, provide a
platform for citizens’ voices to organize and impact decision making at both
the local and central level.  As a result of USAID rule of law and labor
unions assistance, local NGOs in the Moldova region are now positioned to
advocate that local authorities responsible for mediating labor disputes
engage NGO-provided mediators in the process.  Once fully adopted in
practice, this model of NGO service delivery can be replicated in other
targeted local areas of the country.

“Civic NGOs took the
community for
granted, or if they
didn’t, they lacked the
resources and training
for what needed to be
done: work with
citizens.”22

Carnegie Endowment for
Int’l Peace, 2000

“Community
grassroots
organizations are
beginning to develop a
more positive
reputation as their
actions are reaping
dividends in terms of
improved services at
the local level.”23

Romania DG Assessment
2001
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D.  RESULTS FRAMEWORK

1. Causal Linkages
Two intermediate results contribute to improving democratic governance at
the local level: (1) adequately funded service-oriented local government
units; and (2) improved interaction between citizens and local public
institutions.

The Mission’s proposed Results Framework captures both the supply and
demand sides of improving local democratic governance as described in the
“democracy egg” diagram (fig. 1). Improved services and improved access
to and management of financial resources (IR 2.3.1) constitute the supply
side. Increasing citizen participation and representation, through CSOs
including local political parties and business associations builds demand for
better governance. Accountability for decision-making and performance
allows the public to judge whether their needs are being addressed, driving a
feedback loop through which local governments should adjust their actions
to respond to citizen interests (IR 2.3.2). The results framework also
captures both horizontal accountability in the relationship between citizens
and government as well as vertical accountability internal checks on
resource management.

Fig. 1

Prior strategies have addressed anti-corruption as rule of law programs.
Consistent with the  MPP, the new strategy treats corruption thematically
where it occurs, in all three SOs. In SO 2.3 both IRs contribute by
increasing citizen input; by providing more coherent, understandable
government structures; by matching local government funding and
expenditures; and by rule of law and increased access to government
information.

The strategy also addresses the growing problem of trafficking in human
beings, which has many dimensions, one being civil society. As a civil
society issue, USAID may consider undertaking activities to prevent

 “Working both on the
demand and supply
side of the local
governance equation
has promise.”24

Romania DG Assessment,
2001

“Democratic local
governance is local
governance carried out
in a responsive,
participatory,
accountable, and
increasingly effective
fashion.”25

USAID Center for DG,
May  2000

“Government, the
private sector and civil
society have to be
involved for the fight
against corruption to
be legitimate as well as
effective and
sustainable.”26

Int’l Anti-Corruption
Conference 1999
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trafficking, to build community awareness, to assist in the development of
witness protection and victim rehabilitation programs, and to provide
indirect support to local law enforcement, when such activities help to
achieve targets for the SO 2.3 results framework.

IR 2.3.1 Adequately funded service-oriented local government units
In large part, local units of government exist to provide citizens with goods
and  services  that  contribute  to  their quality  of  life,  services they  are
not otherwise able to provide themselves. Delivery depends on effective
local government administration driven by citizen supported policies and
implementing administrative procedures. Policy formulation is the
responsibility of locally-elected councils. Adoption of implementing
administrative procedures is the responsibility of the locally-elected Mayor.

USAID will work with both entities to improve the effectiveness and
efficiency of their policy-making process and will program activities to
broaden the principles of decentralization and empowerment.

IR 2.3.2  Improved interaction between citizens and local public
institutions
Improved democratic governance at the local level requires better
representation of citizens in decision making and more accountable
government. Citizens must demand representation while elected leaders and
public servants must respond by opening channels for citizen input. There
must also be mechanisms by which citizens assure that government is
responsive to their input and that the services are responsive to their
expressed needs. USAID will empower citizens to advise government of
their wants and to hold government and fellow citizens responsible for
delivery by addressing citizen input mechanisms, dispute resolution
processes, the public’s attitudes to rule of law, and public access to
information.

The two IRs are strongly interconnected. Because of the machinery of the
elected party list system, many citizens feel disconnected from local
authorities. Local councils are more responsive to the hierarchical dictates of
the party than to disorganized constituencies. Activities under IR 2.3.2 aim
to open local governance to greater participation and stakeholder input. To
advance the democratic functionality of local institutions, program activities
under IR 2.3.1 will also work to improve communication, information flows,
and the ability of local councils to judge the impact of public policy options.
The lack of policy planning and budgeting in the areas of local economic
development, urban planning and service delivery has been a constraint on
citizen satisfaction and economic growth. IR 2.3.2 will drive citizen demand
for more inclusion in the debate and for more responsive and accountable
local authorities. IR 2.3.1 will improve local governments’ ability to respond
to those demands.

2. Critical Assumptions
GOR and Romanian citizens aspire to EU membership;
GOR will be committed to implementing decentralization;

“Services are
increasingly provided
in response to citizen
demand and
priorities.”27

USAID Center for DG
May 2000

“Citizens participate in
decisions that affect
their quality of life.”27

USAID Center for DG
May 2000

The two IRs are
strongly
interconnected.
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Romanian local governments will be committed to establishing effective
partnerships with CSOs in order to solve community problems;
Leading civic organizations and political parties that have advocated reform
will strengthen their advocacy for change in the political representation
system;
Romania’s economic situation will not undermine the replication and/or
sustainability of successful governance reforms.

3. Other Donor Support
Improved coordination and leveraging  between  our  program activities  and
those of other donors will maximize impact and results. Coordinated projects
can take advantage of synergies and the comparative advantage of each
party.  Specifics follow, by IR:

 IR 2.3.1 Adequately funded service-oriented local government units
Activities supporting policy reforms to further fiscal decentralization and
democratic local governance will be closely coordinated with other donors
which have substantial interest in this area, including the World Bank,
EBRD, and EU. Given USAID's ability to provide technical assistance
rather than funds, our local government assistance will help cities take
advantage of the EBRD municipal loan program for infrastructure
improvements, the World Bank Rural Development Program to develop
local government capacity and access to infrastructure services, and EU’s
ISPA11 and regional development programs. To further promote reform
initiatives, when advisable, USAID will recommend matters for inclusion in
other donors’ Conditionality Agreements. Finally, USAID’s participant
training program will provide resources for local Romanian decision-makers
to participate in other donor supported training and conferences.

IR 2.3.2  Improved interaction between citizens and local public
institutions
EU funding, like USAID’s, will support the development of sustainable
partnerships between NGOs and local administration to solve local
problems. USAID will also work closely with Great Britain’s Department
for International Development (DFID) and the World Bank-funded
Romanian Social Development Fund to spearhead community-based
democracy development and delivery of local services.

USAID assessments have concluded that the budget available is not
sufficient to impact on broad issues of judicial or court reform. However, as
targets of opportunity emerge, we will continue to work cooperatively with
other donors and agencies to improve local delivery of better and more
accountable legal and administrative services. The World Bank is proposing
to undertake judicial reform either as a separate loan or as part of a larger
public administration loan projected to begin in 2002. The European Union
will also be addressing public administration, and it will have twinning
efforts addressed to the prosecutor’s offices. We will monitor the World
Bank and EU efforts and will offer technical assistance to support those
efforts   if   suitable   target   of   opportunity   emerge.   The   EU   focus   on
“subsidiarity”12 correlates with the USAID goals for local decision-making.

Improved coordination
and leveraging
between our program
activities and those of
other donors will
maximize impact and
results.

“The need for
fundamental reform in
the rule of law area is
pressing and of great
importance. But the
challenges are also
monumental and not
easily tackled without
significant
resources.”28

Romania DG Assessment,
2001
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USAID will give special support to information disclosure activities
because, although EU consultants agree that freedom of information is
critical to governmental transparency,  the  EU is unable to directly address
FOI  issues due to limitations of the acquis communitaire13.

E. PROGRAM APPROACHES

Program approaches include technical assistance and in-country training for
local government units and civil society groups, as detailed below.
Participant training will be used for third-country and U.S. training for key
officials, in areas like local finance, municipal management and
intergovernmental fiscal relations. Regionalism and cross-boarder linkages
will play an important role in designing and implementing activities to
improve local democratic governance in Romania. We will draw on cost-
effective approaches and techniques developed in countries ahead of
Romania on the learning curve. Romanians will share with colleagues in the
region  experiences related to decentralization and local development.

1. Proposed Program
Our proposed program will contribute to enhancement of democratic
governance at the local level through activities designed to advance the five
democratic governance attributes mentioned in sub-section 3. In a recent
review of the current local government assistance program in Romania14, the
authors identified the following strategic areas requiring further attention: 1)
ongoing advice and assistance to national government on issues of
decentralization and policies that affect local governments; 2) technical
assistance to local government focusing on the attainment of clear and direct
results with measurable benefit; 3) coordination within local government
programs and with other relevant USAID activities; 4) improved
coordination and leveraging between local government program activities
and those of other donors to maximize impact and results; and 5) progressive
increase in use of Romanian consultants and training institutions as expert
resources for local governments. These strategic recommendations will
guide Mission’s implementation of activities under this SO.

IR 2.3.1 Adequately funded service-oriented local government units
The responsiveness of local governments to citizen demands for improved
delivery of local services requires efficient use of current local revenue
resources and predictable central government transfers to fund the
devolution, from the central level, of mandated local services. Policy
changes are needed to provide a coherent system at the national and the
local level that matches the devolution of responsibilities with means to
finance them.

USAID will assist in consolidating and improving the reforms that have
already  taken  place  but   need   fine-tuning  or  completion.  Under  this
IR, activities will be designed to take into account the entire picture of
decentralization including municipal services, social services, credit reform,
and tax reform. Among the issues that must be addressed are matching
authority and responsibility at the local level, completion of the framework

The most effective
USAID local programs
target service delivery
capacity and
responsive and
participatory
governance.29

USAID Center for DG,
May 2000

“Service is at the heart
of local government
performance and, if it
meets the expectations
of citizens, builds a
sense of ownership
that underlies
democratic
governance.”30

USAID Center for DG,
2000
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for municipal credit, equalization grants, improvement of the local budgeting
process, and development of more effective transfer and tax systems. Issues
associated with unfunded mandates will be addressed through assistance in
developing a fiscal analysis capacity, capable of advising the government,
parliament, and the Federation of Romanian Local Authorities on the fiscal
impacts of decentralization legislation.

Local council members need to understand their role in the policy
formulation arena, so activities will be designed to develop their capacity in
policy development, responsive to citizen needs and input. Implementation
of local council policies is the responsibility of the locally-elected Mayor.
While local governments have received additional responsibilities from the
central government, the authority to respond to those responsibilities
generally stops with the mayor. Mayors need to understand their role in an
effective, service-oriented organization and to delegate duties and
responsibilities to division and department managers. Activities will be
designed to provide mayors with senior appointed local officials with
leadership training.

IR 2.3.2 Improved interaction between citizens and local public
institutions
This IR addresses civil society, political process, and rule of law. In
responsive and accountable systems, people expect the system to accept and
respond to their input and to fairly redress their grievances. They expect that
both they, and their opponents, will address the system publicly and openly.
They do not offer bribes; they do not make backroom deals. They use the
system to get to final outcomes and they accept those outcomes as final.
“Rule of law" is playing by the rules.  If the public believes that the rules are
fair and evenly applied, 85 percent to 90 percent play by the rules.  If the
public believes that the rules are not fair and evenly applied, the number
drops to less than 15 percent.

Civil society assistance will help citizens to organize and act in groups and
demand better representation by elected leaders and other public servants,
supporting the development of public interest coalitions involving NGOs,
business associations and other groups acting on local community needs and
economic interests. Through capacity building activities, USAID will help
civil society groups strengthen local constituencies and will increase the
ability of these groups to deliver services. USAID will also assist
underrepresented societal groups, such as the Rroma ethnic minority, to
develop the leadership and organizational skills needed to strengthen their
representation and participation in public life.

USAID will assist local political party organizations to become more
responsive to citizens’ interests.  Political party strengthening at the local
level, targeting greater transparency of internal party procedures and
responsiveness to local interests, should also increase demand for reform at
the national party level. Candidate selection procedures, constituent services,
party platforms responsive to local needs, constituency outreach strategies,
and programs for marginalized social groups (such as Rroma) are targets of

Issues associated with
unfunded mandates
will be addressed.

“Human development
and good governance
require partnerships
among different actors
and levels of
government.”31

UNDP Romania, 2000

“Public engagement
programs can help
people understand how
corruption
impoverishes and
demeans them, and
how they might begin
refusing to collaborate
with it without
suffering adverse
consequences.”32

USAID/E&E, January 2001
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opportunity.

Rule of law assistance will engage the “systems for redress of grievances”15

represented at the local level, building on local strengths to reshape the
weaker systems—for example, by developing mediation services to relieve
pressures on the courts in conflict resolution.  Targets include commercial,
labor, and community disputes, such as domestic violence or ethnic conflict,
and might also address the need for greater efficiency and transparency in
local court administration. USAID may also support efforts by the Ministries
of Interior, Justice and Education to engage local business, religious,
community and education leaders to reinforce rule of law in the everyday
lives of the citizens. Anti-corruption, a cross-cutting focus under the
activities of both IRs (and impacting the other SOs), is addressed in this IR
by building social capital to encourage public trust in the systems of citizen
representation, redress and accountability and in fellow citizens.

USAID will develop access to public information to promote accountability.
Mission will continue to monitor a Freedom of Information (FOI) statute
working its way through the parliamentary process and implementation, and
work with local government to implement information sharing systems,
including but not limited to IT systems, and work with civil society
organizations to obtain and use public information.

2.  Performance Measurements16

Improved democratic governance at the local level will be measured by the
number of local government units that have significantly increased the
percent of their program budget spent on services identified by citizens. To
determine what percent represents a significant increase, during the first year
the implementor will establish baselines and targets for all the 183 USAID-
assisted LGUs. Adequately funded, service-oriented local government units
will be measured by: 1) the increase in locally available revenues; 2) the
decrease of unit cost for specific services; and 3) the number of local
government units that have created at least one new, sustainable community
service through a defined participatory approach. Improved interaction
between citizens and local public institutions will be measured by: 1) the
number of sustainable CSOs effectively involved in strategic planning,
implementation and oversight activities; and 2) the number of new,
sustainable LGU/CSO initiated programs that directly address the needs of
women, youth and marginalized groups. Baseline statistics will be developed
in year one and monitored over the five years, for the local governments
receiving USAID assistance. Data will be reported by the USAID
implementors.

3. Expected Results
For the $43.75 million investment over the 5-year strategy period, local
government structures will improve service delivery, internal procedures,
and policy analysis capabilities in response to citizens’ increased demand for
better governance. Overall Romania will accomplish many of the EU
accession requirements related to improved public administration. More
specifically, our assistance will impact 183 LGUs representing all eight

“Adopting Freedom of
Information-type
legislation and
practices must stand at
the forefront of USAID
advice and practice.”33

USAID E&E, January 2001

Local governmental
structures will improve
service delivery,
internal procedures,
and policy analysis
capabilities in response
to citizens' increased
demand for better
governance.
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development regions. By 2006 all these LGUs will significantly increase the
percent of their program budget spent on services prioritized by citizens.

Efforts under IR 2.3.1 will help local councils formulate and adopt citizen
driven policies relating to delivery of local services, economic development
and urban planning. Targeted local governments will improve administrative
structure and procedures contributing to transparent procurement and
financial management practices and thus reducing the opportunities for
corruption. Improved performance of USAID-assisted LGUs will lead to an
increase by an average of 10 percent in real terms of their revenues
generated and retained locally. Specific services that support the other two
SOs will be delivered more cost-effectively through competitive outsourcing
or by moving from government institutions to community-based social
services, while maintaining or improving quality. We expect a 10 percent
average decrease of unit costs by 2006. These cost savings and increased
revenues will allow 110 LGUs to create at least one new, sustainable
community service based on input received from citizens through
community meetings, surveys, and other venues for citizen participation.

These critical results will be supported by comparable achievements under
IR 2.3.2. Local political party organizations will adopt democratic practices
that enhance representation, including more participatory candidate selection
procedures and better mechanisms for citizens’ input. Constituency-based
CSOs−associations representing businesses, home-owners and water-users,
for example−will develop a more effective voice in local democracy. Civil
society organizations will become a better resource to address communities’
unmet needs, by demand of CSOs own local constituencies or by request of
local authorities. By the end of the strategy, we expect that 366 sustainable
CSOs will be effectively involved in strategic planning, implementation and
oversight activities in the USAID-assisted LGUs. 366 new sustainable
LGU/CSO−initiated programs will address the needs of women, youth and
marginalized groups, enhancing their participation in decision-making,
creating new employment opportunities, and increasing their access to
health, education and other social services.

4. Sustainability
Our efforts to strengthen the local government associations will enable them
to become resources for training and technical assistance for local
governments and serve as effective representatives of local government at
the central level. USAID will train, mentor, and certify a cadre of Romanian
consultants with expertise in municipal credit and finance, budgeting, public
management, and information technology. By 2006, these consultants will
provide technical assistance to local authorities in the above-mentioned
areas, successfully replacing, to a major extent, the U.S. consultants.

Assistance to civil society groups will promote sustainability by linking
community needs with economic interests and by supporting regional and
local associations and NGO coalitions advocating the out-sourcing of local
services and promoting greater coordination of local reform efforts.
Coordination across targeted local areas will strengthen advocacy for reform
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of LGUs (and central government policy where required), promote
replication, and increase the ultimate prospects for sustaining increased local
service delivery by NGOs. By 2006, NGOs will deliver services at the local
level in two ways: 1) by contract with local authorities; and 2) by meeting
needs of local constituencies—via fees for services, for example—in ways
that reduce the strain placed on local government services in fulfilling
community needs. Furthermore, public-private partnerships will represent an
additional way to provide citizens with the services they need and to
improve the effectiveness of local governments.
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E&E Strategic Assistance Area II:  Democratic Transition

E&E Democracy Goal: Support the transition to transparent and accountable governance and the
empowerment of citizens through democratic political processes

USAID/Romania Democracy Goal:  Effective, accountable and responsive democratic
governance

SO 2.3  Improved democratic governance at the local level

Timeframe: 2002-2006
Development partners: see list below
Indicator: Number of USAID-assisted LGUs that have significantly

increased the percent of their program budget spent on services
identified by citizens

IR 2.3.1  Adequately funded
service-oriented local
government units

Timeframe: 2002-2006
Development partners:
European Union, World Bank, DFID,
US Treasury Dept., central and local
government units, regional training
institutes, parliamentary committees,
Romanian Federation of Local
Authorities
Indicators: increase in locally available
revenues for USAID-assisted LGUs;
decrease of unit cost for specific services
delivered by USAID-assisted LGUs;
number of USAID-assisted LGUs that
have created at least 1 new, sustainable
community service through a defined
participatory approach.

IR 2.3.2  Improved interaction
between citizens and
local public institutions

Timeframe: 2002-2006
Development partners:
European Union, UNDP, World Bank,
DFID, DOJ, Soros Open Network,
political parties, elected and appointed
officials, central and local government
units, civil society organizations
Indicators: number of sustainable CSOs
effectively involved in strategic
planning, implementation and oversight
activities; number of new sustainable
LGU/CSO initiated programs that
directly address the needs of women,
youth and marginalized groups.
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PART II:  STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES AND PROGRAM
                  PLANS

Strategic Objective 3.4  Increased Effectiveness of Selected Social and
Primary Health Care Services for Targeted Vulnerable Populations

A. STATEMENT OF STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE

SO 3.4: “Increased Effectiveness of Selected Social and Primary Health
Care Services for Targeted Vulnerable Populations” compliments and
reinforces the Mission’s other strategic objectives by its strong local level
focus. This SO will contribute to the E&E Bureau’s Social Transition
Goal: Enhanced ability of all persons to enjoy a better quality of life
within market economies and democratic societies. More specifically, this
hybrid SO will impact on the E&E SO 3.2 Increased promotion of good
health and access to quality health care and SO 3.4 Mitigation of adverse
social impacts of the transition to market-based democracies.

 B.  PROBLEM ANALYSIS

The human costs of the communist legacy and transition are particularly
acute in the social sector. Romania’s transition to a more market-driven,
democratic society has placed a heavy toll on the health and welfare of
the country’s population. This is especially true of vulnerable groups such
as children, women, the rural poor, and the Rroma population. The very
visible problem of institutionalized children continues as a sobering
indicator that communism and poverty have had a dramatic impact on
quality of life. During the Ceausescu regime, pro-natalist policies
prohibited family planning and emphasized population growth. Women
resorted to unsafe abortion.  Many children born to families in crisis were
placed in institutions, with the State providing custodial care. Social
services for parents were not adequate, and thus it was oftentimes a fact
that the state could provide better food, shelter, and housing than the
families. Years of this practice developed deeply rooted attitudes that
have hindered significant movement nationwide toward the creation of an
environment that is family and community-based, focusing on the welfare
and rights of children. Though the ability of the state to care for
institutionalized children has nearly collapsed, the practice of
institutionalizing children continues.

The GOR has attempted to respond to these needs, but results have been
disappointing due to protracted economic recession, frequent turnover
among key policy makers, weak technical and managerial capacity, and
inappropriate policies that have sustained systems characterized by waste,
inefficiency, and corruption. This corruption, in fact, is a major barrier to
effective reforms in the social sector.

Over the past decade, the quality of care for children needing assistance
has improved, but it is still sub-optimal. Though the number of
institutionalized children has declined from the 170,000 reported in 1990,
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there continue to be more than 77,000 children living in institutions.34

Child welfare services have been decentralized to the county level, but
still require significant strengthening and decentralization to the
municipal, village level. Underlying structural reform has been slow and
incomplete, especially due to inadequate funding, local government
mentalities that favor institutionalization over alternative arrangements,
crises that derail sustainable reform, corruption in inter-country adoption,
and conflicting financial incentives in the system.

Significant barriers to an effective system abound. When responsibility
and authority for institutionalized children transferred to county
government, adequate funds did not flow with the authority and
responsibility.35 In addition, the institutional existence is reinforced by
the inter-country adoption system, which generates considerable income
and significant employment opportunities to local institutions. The
institutions end up a “cash cow” for local economies and political cronies.
Finally, budgetary lines for institutionalized children do not follow
children who are discharged into community-based services. With this
misalignment of resources, there is no incentive to close institutions and
help children remain with their families.

No clear infrastructure for integrated children's and family services exists.
Child welfare legislation is inconsistent, incomplete, poorly understood,
and indifferently enforced. The system lacks: 1) a legislative framework
to support the needs of families and provide targeted social assistance; 2)
an implementation plan to orchestrate a transition from a system that
supports institutionalization to one that promotes the importance of the
family; and 3) specific targets for achieving that goal, with well-
conceived incentives for achievement.

Public awareness of citizens’ responsibilities is lacking. The mentality
that modern contraception is dangerous still prevails. Many families,
especially in rural areas, continue to believe that the state can raise their
children better than they can. There have been no programs to better
inform the public about new services, existing legislation, and the
devastating effects of institutionalization. Workers in child protection
institutions may not understand or support the Government of Romania’s
(GOR) National Strategy on Child Protection, and are more concerned
with their own displacement than the well being of children. Better
information could help their move to employment in alternative services.

There is presently no comprehensive tracking system that quantifies the
true magnitude of the problem, that monitors what services
families/children are receiving, or that permits a meaningful assessment
of needs for intervention on the short, medium, and long-term. A tracking
system that targets specific needs can help to focus priorities for social
assistance so that there is greatest yield for expenditures. The best
protection against corruption and the surest way to provide transparency
is through a monitoring and tracking system in which each protected
child is followed, and where provision of services and financial
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contributions are recorded.
Additional remnants of the communist system are reflected in health
status, especially high morbidity and mortality attributable to lifestyles
(tobacco consumption, alcohol abuse, poor dietary habits, and accidents
and injuries). Life expectancy is low relative to other countries in the
region.  Extreme poverty and institutionalization contribute heavily to the
poor health status, especially in rural areas and among the elderly and
disabled. Major contributors to disability-adjusted life years lost are
cardio-vascular diseases, ischemic heart disease, hypertension, alcohol-
related disorders, tumors, and respiratory/pulmonary disorders.36

Particular problems in Romania are associated with the previous pro-
natalist policy that banned family planning, resulting in one of the highest
maternal mortality rates in the world, most of which was associated with
unsafe abortion to terminate unwanted pregnancy. Though maternal
mortality has reduced dramatically, it remains high relative to other
countries in the region. From 1993 to 1999, abortion rates declined from
3.4 to 2.2 per woman, and modern contraceptive use doubled from 14.5
percent to 29.5 percent.37 In spite of those positive changes, tremendous
unmet need remains.38 There are 1.6 abortions for each live birth. Though
the official abortion rate is 54 per 1000 live births, an adjustment for
private services brings the total to approximately 77.6/1000.39 Due to lack
of attention to reproductive health needs and inadequate political will,
there is also a high infant mortality rate, high risk from obstetric
complications, and high mortality from cervical and breast cancer.  More
than half of women dying from obstetrical causes had no prenatal care.

HIV/AIDS is a concern in Romania because of the pediatric AIDS cases
from the early 1990s, and due to the changing character of the HIV
situation. During the last four years, the number of adult infections has
tripled, although the actual number of new cases is stable at about 100
reported each year. Though data is reportedly incomplete, a significant
growth in syphilis since 1990 indicates the potential risk for spread of
HIV/AIDS. Incidence of Hepatitis B is down significantly, largely due to
USAID/UNICEF efforts to establish a cold chain, an immunization
program, and infection control procedures. The resurgence of tuberculosis
is a grave concern, as Romania has the highest prevalence rate in the
region, with 117 cases per 100,000, and a new case rate higher than any
other country in Europe and the former Soviet Union.40 The appearance
of multi-drug resistant strains of Tb has increased dramatically. These
cases are both difficult and very expensive to treat.

As in many former socialist economies, health care services in Romania
are not well matched with the needs of the population. Romania is
enmeshed in significant reform from a centrally controlled to a market-
driven health system. The health system remains extremely under-funded
and highly inefficient. When health reform was launched in 1999, the
public expenditure for health services was 3.2 percent of GDP,
approximately $54 per capita. In 2001, the figure will grow to
approximately $71 per capita.41 Private expenses, mostly in the form of
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illegal payments, amount to about 25 percent of total health
expenditures,42 putting the total expenditure closer to $100 per capita.
This amount is less than half of the expenditure for health in Hungary and
less than one fourth of Poland.43

Initial efforts to reform the health system have been hampered by poorly
planned implementation. Under the reformed system, general
practitioners (GPs) and nurses serve as “gatekeepers” in the primary care
setting, and should provide front-line services for the many basic health
needs of the population. The general idea is to move from a highly
medicalized health system with an over-emphasis on inpatient care and
specialized services to one where basic health services are provided in the
least costly environment: the primary care setting. Unfortunately, the
right incentives/controls to achieve this shift were not put in place. In
addition, GPs lack training in very basic competencies, especially
reproductive health.

National vertical programs, such as family planning, HIV/AIDS,
immunization, etc. are at risk because of major funding shortfalls.
Preventive services are largely unavailable because of continually
diminishing primary care funding. Hospitals, though drastically under-
funded, consume a growing proportion of health resources. Presently
hospitals receive more than 70 percent, at the expense of primary care
and preventive services. The Minister of Health aims to reduce that
proportion to 50 percent, more in line with other countries in Europe.
Waste, mismanagement, and corruption burden the archaic health system.
No national drug formulary44 has been developed for rational
consumption of pharmaceuticals, leaving the door wide open to “heavy
marketing practices” that promote the most expensive drugs. The
Ministry of Finance has made clear that spending must be controlled, and
reminded health leaders that this debt will negatively impact EU
accession.

There does not appear to be a systematic approach to ensuring cost-
effective health services. Access to services is limited to those with
formal employment and who have enrolled in the health insurance
system. Many rural poor do not qualify for health insurance, and thus fall
through any intended social safety net. Poor communication about reform
and required “informal payments” for so-called free services have
exacerbated access problems. Far too few resources are allocated to
outpatient, nursing home, home care, and other ambulatory services that
could be alternatives to costly hospitalization.  Family planning services
are only available in a few locations in each country, and other
reproductive health (RH) services, such as mammography, pap smears,
etc. are not generally available.  Related laboratory/radiology services are
very poor.

Adding to the considerable challenges in the social sector are the
problems of trafficking and domestic violence. Romania is only
beginning to acknowledge these serious problems.45 Many victims of
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trafficking are youth who are runaways from abusive environments or
institutions. The weak social service structure in Romania has provided
virtually no social safety nets to assist these victims.

C. Progress to Date

The gravity of the situation has finally been recognized. Leaders have
embraced the need for a coordinated strategy to implement a more
effective system for child welfare, adoption, and reform of the health
system. The child welfare issue is a formidable barrier to EU accession,
which has brought new importance to the problem. Legislation
concerning adoption and a children's act are presently being drafted. The
Ministry of Health and the National Health Insurance House have
approval from the Prime Minister’s office to revamp health financing
based on case-based reimbursement, which will also bring transparency
and reduce opportunities for corruption. A national strategy to expand
access to broader RH services at the primary care level is about to be
approved. The window of opportunity is presently wide open.

USAID/Romania’s social sector programs and policy dialogue to date
have contributed significantly to improving the delivery of health and
welfare services. USAID has piloted many essential components of a
comprehensive system for reform in both child welfare and health, which
will help to close out USAID/Romania's efforts in RH and child welfare
over the next five years. In RH, especially, there are many lessons learned
through best practices in the region and USAID worldwide.

Training curricula to develop the social work profession, and to enhance
the capacity of GPs and nurses, have been developed and piloted. At this
point, Romanian social workers are a recognized profession, with a
modern code of ethics developed and legislated. GPs' and nurses'
associations embrace their new role in RH, and it is helping to unlock the
complexity of their becoming the new “gatekeepers” for health services
that will contribute to overall reform. Local, county and national-level
child welfare administrators have been trained to deal with this first
decentralized system, and local health officials have also participated in
training study tours to help conceptualize effective RH service delivery.

Model community-based programs such as day care centers, maternal
shelters, emergency funds, life-skills programs, foster care, and
specialized support services for children with HIV/AIDS, have been
piloted for lessons learned. Healthy Communities programs focused on
domestic violence and sexually transmitted diseases, a model Women’s
Wellness Center, models for medical group practice, networks of rural
physicians in a “group practice without walls,” and networks of rural
social workers are also templates of important pieces of the new strategy.

Standards of care for foster care, home care, and for GPs providing RH
services have been developed and disseminated for use throughout
Romania. Pilot systems for information management, supply distribution,
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and local promotion of services have been developed. Also,
communications and outreach programs have been useful in identifying
key messages and approaches, especially for hard-to-reach populations.

Financial shortfalls in the funding of vertical programs such as family
planning, maternal/child care, HIV/AIDS and other infectious diseases
have highlighted the importance of focusing on the allocation of health
sector resources. To reduce waste, inefficiency, and corrupt practices in
hospitals, template projects have piloted a more transparent patient
classification and financing system. The success of this pilot lays the
groundwork for national implementation, and changes in the policy, legal,
and regulatory system that will revamp service delivery in the future.

D. RESULTS FRAMEWORK

1. Causal Linkages
Though issues relating to health and child welfare manifest themselves as
different problems, the root causes of the problems and the nature of the
solutions appear to be very similar. SO 3.4, “Increased Effectiveness of
Selected Social and Primary Health Care Services for Targeted
Vulnerable Groups” focuses on the health and social sector as a whole.
The problems of: 1) lack of attention to a policy, legislative, and
regulatory framework are consistent through the various health and social
service areas; 2) poorly used resources where misguided incentives drive
ineffectual behaviors; 3) services that are disjointed, inappropriate
services, or totally lacking; and 4) poor public information about what
resources can make the system more effective, prevent social ills, and
improve overall quality of life. The need for similar solutions call for
Intermediate Results (IRs) focusing on function, rather than sector.
Achievement of SO 3.4 will require the following four IRs.

IR 3.4.1 Improved legal, regulatory, and policy framework
The legal and regulatory framework stemming from the communist era
has been a barrier to the development of integrated social systems.
Therefore the legislative, regulatory and policy framework for health and
child welfare must be strengthened. Harmonizing the new and former
legislation, and filling the gaps and developing new legislation that
fosters development of integrated social systems, are essential. Critical
aspects of the legislative change are implementation and enforcement.

IR 3.4.2 Improved mobilization, allocation, and use of social  sector
resources
Resources for the health and social welfare system are very limited, yet
are not efficiently used due to inappropriate funding policies, poor
management, corruption, and waste. New incentives must direct both the
reduction of funding of inefficient services and an increase in use of
funds for preventive, quality and family-oriented services. More
transparent systems are required to stem corrupt practices.
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IR 3.4.3 Increased access to quality integrated services
Coordinated quality services must be developed, geographically
accessible, affordable, and delivered by competent professionals. Primary
care and community-based services should be the front-line of support.
Quality standards of care, evidenced-based clinical protocols, and
continuous quality monitoring/improvement systems will help ensure
appropriate care. Professionals trained through quality educational
programs are vital.

IR 3.4.4 Citizens better informed about social services, rights, and
responsibilities
Public awareness campaigns designed to better inform citizens are critical
to healthy behaviors and to make effective use of social service
alternatives that keep children in safe and stable living environments.
Citizens need accurate information to make wise decisions about actions
affecting their and their children’s lives, such as whether to have children
and whether to abandon those children. Citizen information can also help
to minimize corrupt practices. Such national campaigns have been absent
in Romania.

2. Critical Assumptions
The GOR will remain committed to social welfare reform, and
particularly, the window of opportunity for aggressive reform in both
child welfare and health will remain open.
Other donors will maintain their present level of involvement in the
reform of health and social welfare.
The GOR will remain committed to EU accession.

3. Other Donor Support
Coordination with other donors is critical to achieving the results laid out
in the social sector strategy, and USAID has taken a leadership role in
focusing donors on common goals on several fronts. This is especially
true in child welfare, where the donors’ joint efforts forced the
accelerated reform agenda. Major donors and IFIs are unified in their
approach toward achieving the government strategy. Flexibility and
coordination will be strongly emphasized in the new activities. Specifics
follow, by IR:

IR 3.4.1 Improved legal, regulatory, and policy framework
Donor focus is on developing: 1) appropriate legislation, 2) standards and
procedures, and 3) systems for transparent tracking of children in need of
social services, delivery of health care services, accountability in health
care expenditures, and tracking of infectious disease.

All donors agree that sustainable reform of the child welfare sector can
reduce the incidence of abandonment and the need for Romania to put up
its children for inter-country adoption. The lead donors in this sector are
the EU, UNICEF, World Bank, USAID and DFID.  USAID works with
DFID, UNICEF, and the EU to spearhead crucial legislative changes.
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While DFID is contributing to standards development and licensing for
NGOs, USAID and UNICEF collaborate on service standards. The
balance of the 1998 $5 million World Bank loan for child welfare will
possibly be earmarked for a tracking system.

A recent World Bank loan ($60 million) will cover several critical
infrastructure needs, including planning and regulation of the health care
delivery system. Policy, legal, and regulatory components of USAID
health reform projects have the active participation of other donors.
UNFPA and USAID work in unison on RH policy/legal/regulatory fronts.

IR 3.4.2 Improved mobilization, allocation, and use of resources
EU and USAID will collaborate to close large traditional institutions for
children, and encourage public−private partnerships to create alternative
services so funds are used more effectively. The World Bank and Soros,
especially, collaborate with USAID on mechanisms to shift resources to
primary care, though their activities are limited both geographically and
programmatically. The USAID health financing reform work will be
enhanced by World Bank loan upgrading of facilities with new
technologies that can facilitate shorter hospital lengths of stay and greater
efficiency. The EU will soon begin a training program for health
insurance houses to develop financial capacity using USAID training
materials for hospitals so that both provider and payor understand the
new financing system to be introduced during the strategy period. EU-
Phare will also likely pilot the introduction of international accounting
standards in hospitals to reduce the potential for waste and corruption.

IR 3.4.3 Improved access to integrated, quality services
The EU and USAID are funding child welfare activities at the local level.
Standards developed with UNICEF and DFID will guide the quality
assessment of services.

USAID, Soros, DFID, EU, and WHO will coordinate with the World
Bank loan programs (upgrading of hospitals, primary care, emergency
medical services, public health, and infectious disease control) to
maximize synergy. For example, the integration of RH into primary care
will complement other donor efforts in primary care. The USAID
regional infectious disease program will coordinate with World Bank,
EU, and WHO initiatives. In RH, USAID and UNFPA work
collaboratively to develop a network of quality services. Though their
funding is very limited, UNFPA’s philosophy, approach, materials, and
trainers are the same as USAID’s.

IR 3.4.4 Citizens better informed about social services, rights, and
responsibilities
The area of public awareness is one that all donors/IFIs and the GOR
have determined to be crucial. The major public awareness campaign
effort for child welfare will be funded by UNICEF and the EU.  World
Bank health prevention campaigns will be directed toward causes of
morbidity and mortality (e.g., tobacco use). Campaigns will be
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accomplished using technical people trained through USAID-funded
programs.

E. PROGRAM APPROACHES

New social sector initiatives will put strong emphasis on partnerships
with government counterparts and organizations that can provide
innovative approaches to address the formidable challenges ahead.
Activities will implement recently approved national strategies for
achieving a transformed system that improves access to services and
minimizes undesirable outcomes.

USAID/Romania will also leverage regional experience as much as
possible. The problems of the former Soviet-style medical system are
very similar throughout the region, and Romania will continue to benefit
from successes in countries ahead of Romania on the learning curve, and
share experiences with other countries. DHHS and the E&E Bureau are
important links on this leveraging in the areas of health financing,
primary care, HIV/AIDS, and reproductive health. Countries with similar
child welfare problems could benefit from Romania’s experience.
Trafficking of human beings must be approached from a regional
perspective, especially regarding law enforcement and economic issues.

1. Proposed Program
The new strategic objective, Increased effectiveness of selected social and
primary health care services for targeted vulnerable populations,
consolidates earlier objectives and builds upon USAID competitive
advantages and successes. Previous efforts reduced the population living
in large state institutions, created a continuum of community services as
alternatives to institutionalization, and promoted access to and use of
modern contraception and other quality RH services. New programs will
focus on systemic reform and increased effectiveness of services.
Initiatives will achieve greater broad-based potential for improved
welfare of children and health status of women, especially the poor, rural,
and Rroma populations. The initiatives will focus on sustainability, with
significant attention to areas fraught with corruption.

IR 3.4.1 Improved legal, regulatory, and policy framework
USAID/Romania will pursue policy reform at the macro, sectoral, and
local level to ensure sustainable reform of social programs. Key policy
reform on horizontal systems (financing, information systems, quality
monitoring) will ensure the sustainability of vertical services (such as RH
and children in improved environments) and will combat corruption.
Policy reform will include all activities required to establish an enabling
environment. This includes drafting and passing legislation to deter
corruption, harmonizing laws, removing old laws from the books,
incorporating citizen feedback into revisions of laws, developing
regulations related to new laws, establishing mechanisms for
implementation, and putting in place the structures, financing, processes,
and systems needed for implementation and enforcement of new laws.
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Other donors are critical to this reform, so USAID will not be solely
accountable for accomplishing all aspects of this broad IR. However,
USAID is an influential player at the table and can assist the GOR in
taking the dramatic steps that are required to improve health and social
services in Romania. Child welfare goals to prevent child abandonment
and keep children in community alternatives were unable to compete with
the financial incentives provided by corrupt inter-country adoption
practices. Restructuring the inter-country adoption process and legislation
has become critical to maintaining adoption as an option for children,
ensuring that decisions are made in the best interest of children, and
curbing massive corruption.

In addition, new child welfare activities will improve the legislative
framework to ensure permanency planning and shorter timeframes for
children in institutions, as well as high quality, community-based services
for children and families. Health activities will build on recent changes in
regulations, quickly integrating new RH services and patient-centered
care at the primary care level. Each success will be used to broker
additional changes in legislation, policy, and regulations.

IR 3.4.2 Improved mobilization, allocation, and use of social sector
resources.
In any system where resources are extremely limited and needs are great,
resources must be used effectively. Efforts in the health and social
services described above will help transform the system to one that is
more efficient, accountable, and transparent; more directed toward
prevention; and which more closely links needs with resource flows.
Targets will be set to ensure that, over time, resources will follow the
patient in health and the child/family in child welfare. Resources will be
focused on preventive actions and community-based services to prevent
costly and tragic crises. This transformation is ambitious and takes
careful planning and comprehensive programming, so that existing
resources can be better targeted to the population that most needs them.

USAID efforts will focus on limiting the resources drawn into costly
institutions and hospitals, and help redirect those resources to alternative
community services. Hospital cost containment systems will improve
stewardship over health care resources, and reduce the potential for
corruption. Adequate disincentives (e.g., co-payments) established
through health insurance policy will ensure that it makes more economic
sense for patients to seek care in less costly environments than hospitals
(i.e., primary and ambulatory care). USAID/Romania will consider a
rational pharmaceutical program to limit misdirected pharmaceutical
expenditures, an area where USAID has comparative advantage.

IR 3.4.3 Improved access to integrated quality services
New activities will focus on more accessible quality, integrated services.
Emphasis will be on skill building of professionals, quality enhancement,
expansion of services, and outreach to targeted vulnerable groups. The

“ Starting next year, we
plan to allocate hospital
funds according to
DRG, and give up the
historical criteria. The
aim is to eliminate
useless expenses.”

Eugen Turlea
President, National Health

Insurance House
October, 2001
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timing of setting quality standards in place is critical, as promoting care
out of hospitals or institutions is not sound without quality measures and
safeguards in place. Standards to ensure that children are well cared for in
community placement or in their families will be developed as a
necessary step in protecting children. New standards of service and more
accurate and transparent monitoring and evaluation systems will be
developed to track children entering, living in, and discharged from
institutions and those using community-based services. The profession of
social workers will be enhanced to identify families at risk and target
solutions to their needs.

Expanded services are also needed to provide an array of options to
institutionalization. Innovative models of care (e.g. for disabled children,
for abused children, etc.) will be expanded to additional counties to
increase access to needed alternative quality services for a much larger
portion of the country’s population. Life skills/independent living
programs can greatly assist the more than 20,000 teenage youth in
institutions. Teaching young people skills for living in the community
and attitudes and practices for successful employment are instrumental in
preventing young people from becoming "street children," or victims of
physical harm, prostitution and trafficking. Young people released from
institutions with no marketable skills are easily forced into unacceptable
alternatives.

The centerpiece activity for USAID/Romania’s primary care work will be
RH, since resources are insufficient to address all areas of primary care in
the more than 4,000 clinics employing approximately 15,000 GPs. In the
new RH Initiative, the primary care network (less than 5 percent of which
offer expanded RH services) will answer the need for more accessible RH
services. Evidence-based standards of care, clinical and management
training, and technical assistance will help ensure quality, better access,
and patient-centered care. Successful USAID-funded pilots that are now
part of the GOR RH Strategy will be rolled out gradually throughout the
country. Services will include special outreach to hard-to-reach and high-
risk populations.

IR 3.4.4 Citizens better informed about social services, rights, and
responsibilities
Transformation of the social system requires changed attitudes from the
communist-era legacy when the patient was the passive recipient of
health services and families overly-dependent on the state to raise their
children. Public awareness campaigns in the health initiative will increase
public awareness of health services that will reduce morbidity and
mortality, especially related to RH, and that will make clear the patient's
rights to services without "under-the-table" payments. USAID
interventions in the health and social service sectors will inform the
public about reform and available services, provide information to help
make prevention of disease and child abandonment a priority, and ensure
that citizens are equipped to make responsible decisions that affect their
quality of life. There will be public focus on the rights of the child, such

The timing of setting
quality standards
 in place is critical, as
promoting care out of
hospitals or institutions
is not sound without
quality measures and
safeguards in place.
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as the right to be free from abuse and violence. Trafficking will also be
addressed through public awareness of prevention, reintegration and
rehabilitation.

2. Expected Results
Romania is poised for rapid accomplishment of the objectives laid out in
this strategy. By the end of 2006, the face of child welfare and
reproductive health in Romania will change.

For the $33.8 million investment over the 5-year strategy period, the
improved system will provide: 1) means to prevent unintended
pregnancy, 2) alternative community services for families and children in
need, 3) resources directed toward more appropriate services, 4) an
appropriate legal and regulatory environment, and 5) heightened public
awareness of services and the harm incurred by life in institutions. The
transformation will accomplish several USAID SO 3.2 graduation
criteria.

Specifically, a 50 percent reduction in the number of children in
institutions will revamp the Romanian child welfare system. A 30 percent
reduction in the number of traditional state-run institutions will ensure
that never again will the system be a network of “child warehouses”
where children’s needs are so poorly met. The development and
legislation of standards, together with a monitoring and tracking system,
will ensure higher quality and less corruption. Restructured financial
incentives will help sustain these services.

These critical results will be supported with the availability of RH
services where they are most needed−at the community level. A national
rollout effort will provide capacity, through training and technical
assistance, to at least 40 percent of over 4,000 primary care facilities,
where presently only a handful of pilot locations have this capacity. At
least 60 percent of these facilities will be rural. Easier access to modern
contraception should increase its use from 29.5 percent to 50 percent, and
reduce child abandonment, high abortion rates, and maternal mortality
from abortion. Community-based primary care services that include RH
will also reduce the high rates of breast and cervical cancer, and sexually
transmitted diseases (including HIV/AIDS). The percent of women using
broader RH services will increase by at least 25 percent.

Health care resources will be more appropriately allocated, with a strong
shift toward primary care. Romanian hospitals will convert to a more
transparent, market-oriented, case-based reimbursement system with
reduced opportunity for corruption. Through policy, regulatory and
legislative change, patients will be directed to less intensive and costly
environments. Effective privatization options will be explored.

3. Performance Measurements
(See Appendix A for a complete listing of indicators)
New initiatives in the social sector will be complex, with very ambitious

Romania is poised for
rapid accomplishment
of the objectives laid out
in this strategy.

A 50 percent reduction
in the number of
children in institutions
will revamp the
Romanian child welfare
system.

“In five years’ time,
15-20 percent of the
Romanian population
will have private health
insurance and
treatment in private
health facilities.”

Dr. Daniela Bartos
Minister of Health and

Family
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targets, in order to bring closure to USAID’s focus on RH and child
welfare by the end of the strategy period. At the SO level, use of modern
contraception, abortion rates, and the number of children using quality
alternative child welfare services will be monitored using national data,
verified by limited sample data.

For the legal and regulatory and policy reform, specific reforms will be
identified as critical achievements. Improved mobilization, allocation,
and use of social sector resources in health will be measured in the long
term by resources reallocated to primary care, but in the short term by the
proportion of hospital resources paid using case-based reimbursement. In
child welfare, the number of children living in state-run institutions per
100,000 population will indicate where resources are being directed.
These figures will be GOR reported statistics. Improved access to quality
integrated services will be measured by percent of primary care centers
providing integrated RH services, the number of clinicians with improved
diagnostic and treatment skills, and the number of children entering state-
run institutions per 100,000 population. Both figures will be reported by
the activity implementers. Citizens better informed about social services,
rights, and responsibilities will be measured by survey data identifying
the percent of the population with knowledge of basic RH
services/practices, about the deleterious effects of institutionalization, and
availability of alternative child welfare services.

4. Sustainability
Romanian NGOs will implement the USAID rollout of the new RH
strategy, with only minor U.S. oversight. Governmental and non-
governmental social sector partnerships will build capacity to provide
effective health and child welfare services after USAID phases out its
program. The health financing reform will continue to be staffed
primarily by Romanian specialists. In all health activities, USAID’s
involvement has been only in strategic areas of implementation. In the
next stage, services will either be sustainable through revenue generation
or responsibility for them will be absorbed by the government. There has
been some success in child welfare models that were developed with
USAID grants in collaboration with county Divisions for Child
Protection. As the funding for pilot programs drew to a close, the counties
assumed responsibility. In the health reform pilot, transition of
responsibility for the new system in the pilot hospitals is already
underway. More importantly, health financing reform lays the
groundwork for more sustainable funding for vertical programs that are
critical to the needs of the population.

New initiatives in the
social sector will be
complex and have very
ambitious targets in
order to bring closure to
USAID’s focus on RH
and child welfare.
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E&E Strategic Assistance Area III: Social Transition (SO 3.2 and SO 3.4)

E&E Social Transition Goal: Enhanced ability of all persons to enjoy a better quality of
life within market economies and democratic societies

USAID/Romania Social Transition Goal: Improved Health and Welfare of Romanian
Population

SO 3.4  Improved effectiveness of selected social and primary health care services
for targeted vulnerable groups

Timeframe: 2002 – 2006
Development Partners: see list below
Indicator: abortion rate, modern contraceptive prevalence rate, women using selected primary
care (RH) services, children receiving quality, alternative child welfare services

IR 3.4.1: Improved
legal, regulatory and
policy framework

Timeframe: 2002 – 2006
Development Partners:
Ministry of Health and
Family, Ministry of Labor
and Social Solidarity,
Ministry of Finance, National
Authority for Protection of
the Child and Adoption,
National Health Insurance,
World Bank, European
Union, U.N. Agencies
Indicators: GOR develop
cohesive legislative, policy
and administrative reform
that enhances primary care
by integrating RH services

IR 3.4.2: Improved
mobilization, allocation,
and use of social sector
resources

Timeframe: 2002 – 2006
Development Partners:
Ministry of Health and Family,
Ministry of Finance, Ministry of
Labor and social Solidarity,
World Bank, National Health
Insurance, College of Physicians
Indicators: Proportion of
hospital expenditures reimbursed
through case-based payment
system, children living in state-
run institutions per 100,000
population, number of state-run
institutions caring for
institutionalized children

IR 3.4.3: Increased
access to quality
integrated services

Timeframe: 2002 – 2006
Development Partners:
World Bank, European Union,
U.N. Agencies, Ministry of
Health and Family, Min. of
Labor and Social Solidarity,
College of Physicians, National
Health Insurance House,
National Authority for Protection
of  the Child and Adoption
Indicators: Percent of primary
health care centers providing
integrated RH services, children
entering state-run institutions per
100,000 population

IR 3.4.4: Citizens
better informed
about social
services, rights and
responsibilities

Timeframe: 2002 – 2006
Development Partners:
World Bank, U.N.
Agencies, European Union,
media, College of
Physicians, NAPCA, NGO
community
Indicator: Percent of
population 15 and older
that has knowledge of the
basic RH services and
practices
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PART III: RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS

A. INTRODUCTION

Part III sets out an analysis of our budget for the strategy period, a description of how the strategy will be
managed and a discussion of special management themes that have emerged. These include: gradual
“Romanianization” of USAID staffing, a partnership model of umbrella grants, and a plan for enhanced
reporting on such cross-cutting or special interest themes as anti-corruption. The present USAID/Romania
staff consists of five USDHs, nine USPSCs and 41 FSNs for an annual budget level of $35 million; a
staffing to OYB level that we believe is consistent with a small mission model.

B.   ESTIMATED RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS

The Strategy can be achieved, with the funding levels expressed in the tables below, through a series of
IRs.  Table 1 presents USAID estimated resource requirements for each year of the strategy period.  While
the budget level spikes at $38 million for FY02, the strategy assumes a straightlined annual budget of $35
million for FY03-06.  The FY02 budget spike is attributed to significant costs involved in moving the
USAID office to a new, more secure location as well as installing new phone and information technology
systems.  The allocation of funds among Strategic Objectives is based on the absorptive capacity of the
sector and the estimated costs of activities needed to achieve Intermediate Results as determined by past
experience and current best judgement.

Table 1 shows that SO 2.3, Enhanced Democratic Governance at the Local Level, steadily gains resources
over the strategy period. This steady increase reflects a desire to match resources where we have
determined we can effect the most impact at the local level. While SO 3.1 funding levels remain fairly
constant during the strategy period, funding levels for SO 1.3 decline.  This decline is commensurate with
1.3 procurement projections for activities to accomplish the IRs.

C.  PROGRAMMATIC OPTIONS

A significant reduction of this budget would require downward adjustments in the planned results
involving either scaling back activities or eliminating IRs depending on the size of the reduction.  The
strategic plan is tightly constructed, with considerable attention to the linkages between SOs and the
synergies between IRs and activities. The scaling back of program activities, and especially the
elimination of specific IRs, would significantly reduce the impact of the program.  The platform on which
USAID would base the next phase of assistance to Romania would also be considerably weaker because it
would start from a reduced level of sustainability.  Therefore, the Mission would have to set more modest
objectives.

At lower levels, the planned pace of transition would be slowed.  Private sector SME activities--particular
agribusiness development−would have to be curtailed, as would plans for a long-term training program.
Likewise, disengagement from programs in social transition would be accelerated. Specific planned
activities as well as some IRs would need to be shed, depending on the extent of any cuts.
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D.  MANAGEMENT REQUIREMENTS

The USAID/Romania structure consists of two technical offices: the Office of Democracy and Social
Sector Reform, which manages SOs 2.3 and 3.4, and the Private Sector Initiative Office, which manages
SO 1.2.  Program budgets are divided almost equally between these two offices.  The Director’s Office,
EXO and the Program Office round out the Mission structure. The Financial Management function is split
between the EXO and the Program Office. The EXO office performs purchasing and contracting functions
at the simplified acquisition level for OE funded activities. The Budapest Regional Service Center
provides contracting, financial management and legal support.

While graduation of the USAID/Romania program will not happen during this strategy period, this
strategy sets in place an important process of  “Romanianization” of the Mission staffing over the next
five years which anticipates graduation. This process began with fully empowered senior FSNs who led
the Strategic Development Teams.  These FSN-led teams have been completely successful which suggest
a bright future for Romanianization. Gradually over the next five years, USPSC levels will decline as
FSNs assume increasing responsibility.  The intent is to ensure the strongest possible reliance on FSNs
that will help prepare them for new jobs when graduation happens.  In anticipation of this step, the
Mission will institute a rigorous training plan with commensurate funding level increases in order to
ensure that FSNs have the skills necessary for this gradual change. Another aspect of Romanianization
will be our intent, over time, to build the capacity of Romanian NGOs so that in the future we are able to
do more direct grants with them.  We also see this as an important aspect of transition assistance.

USAID/Romania will assume management efficiencies through significant changes in both our
organization structure and implementation approach.  The Mission has reduced the number of SOs from
nine to three for the new strategy period.  The new SOs were created by merging like subject areas which
shared such common issues as policy reform, institutional strengthening, access and quality of services,
and planning.  This strategy phases out the crosscutting SO.  Since this new SO structure also tracks with
three like MPP teams, we believe this creates maximum consistency with our strategy and support for the
MPP.

This strategy is also designed to substantially reduce the number of contract and grant procurements.  For
SO 2.3, we anticipate one umbrella grant as our flagship implementor for the next five years. This will
bundle 4-6 current implementers’ arrangements, depending on the final configuration of the umbrella
grant.  SO 3.4 will have two five-year umbrella grants--one for reproductive health and one for child
welfare.  All three umbrella grants will be designed to follow a partnership model in which we set five-
year targets and the umbrella grant implementers manage innovative programs to achieve those targets.
The reproductive health and child welfare umbrella grants alone replace over 13 previous separate
implementers.  Over the strategy period, SO 1.3 will reduce from a current 25 down to 13 implementing
arrangements.  These SO procurement changes represent a significant new resources focus where we will
manage a more cost-effective program while facilitating a tighter focus on achieving expected results.
Through the grouping of the three new SOs along with the strategy of significantly reducing contract and
grant procurements, we expect to create enhanced reporting opportunities in the new strategy period.  In
order to ensure this does not place a management burden on the staff, we anticipate outsourcing a contract
for managing program data, analyzing trends and reporting particularly on such cross-cutting themes as
anti-corruption, trafficking of women and children and HIV aids. We believe this data outsourcing is
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consistent with the Mission’s FY01 R4 audit47 that, inter alia, recommended more and better data
reporting.

Based on FY01 OE budget figures, we anticipate FY02 and 03 OE budget requirements to be in the range
of $1.7 million.  For the FY04-06 out-years, USAID/Romania estimates a flat OE budget $1.8 million
with only slight increases due to inflation factors coupled with reductions in staffing and administrative
support costs.  Thus, the OE budget should remain at $1.7 – 1.8 million throughout the strategy period.
See table 1 below for a display of this information by budget year.

TABLE 1

   USAID/ROMANIA FY 02-06 OPERATING
EXPENSES

    FY02       FY03        FY04        FY05        FY06
   Target      Target    Target     Target     Target

     Total Budget
(mil.)

$1.7 $1.7 $1.8 $1.8 $1.8

As reflected in table 2 below, overall Mission workforce levels will gradually decrease from 55 to 47 over
the strategy period. We will achieve this reduction through a gradual phasing out of USPSC contracts and
specific Mission program activities.  This step is consistent with the Mission commitment to
“Romanianization” where senior FSNs will assume more leadership roles and responsibilities.

TABLE 2

FY02-06  WORKFORCE
USAID/Romania

FY02 FY03 FY04 FY05 FY06

USDH 5 5 5 5 5

FSNPSCs 41 41 40 39 38

USPSCs 9 8 6 5 4

Total Workforce 55 54 51 49 47
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E. BUDGET TABLES

FY 2002 – FY 2006
USAID/ROMANIA −−−− RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS

BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE
(In $000s)
TABLE 3

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE FY 2002 FY 2003 FY 2004 FY 2005 FY 2006

Economic Development $ 19,938 $ 17,950 $ 16,650 $ 15,950 $ 16,250
Accelerated Private Sector Growth by Supporting a Market-
Driven Environment $ 19,938 $ 17,950 $ 16,650 $ 15,950 $ 16,250

Democratic Transition $ 10,713 $ 10,450 $ 11,450 $ 12,150 $ 12,700
2.3  Improved Democratic Governance at the Local Level $ 10,713 $ 10,450 $ 11,450 $ 12,150 $ 12,700

Social Sector Reform $  7,349 $  6,600 $  6,900 $  6,900 $  6,050
3.4  Increased Effectiveness of Selected Social and Primary
Health Care Services for Targeted Vulnerable Groups $  7,349 $  6,600 $  6,900 $  6,900 $  6,050

Totals $ 38,000 $ 35,000 $ 35,000 $ 35,000 $ 35,000



USAID’s Assistance Strategy for Romania 2002 – 2006 64

FY 2000 – FY 2006
USAID  −−−− ROMANIA RESOURCE REQUIREMENTS

BY STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE AND INTERMEDIATE RESULTS
($000)

TABLE 4

S.O.# I.R. # I.R. NAME     FY2002 FY2003 FY2004 FY2005 FY2006

1.3 1.3.1 Improved policy/legal/ regulatory framework
supportive of market expansion. $ 4,606  $ 3,476 $ 2,622 $ 1,813 $ 1,512

1.3 1.3.2
Strengthened institutional capacity of private sector
associations, GOR sector counterparts, and NGOs to
serve market-oriented goals

$ 5,931 $ 4,993 $ 4,313 $ 3,812 $ 3,813

1.3 1.3.3 Improved competitiveness of private sector’s
companies and markets $ 6,878 $ 7,015 $ 6,784 $ 6,813 $ 6,812

1.3 1.3.4 Improved process of transferring state-owned assets to
private ownership.   $ 2,523 $ 2,466 $ 2,931 $ 3,512 $ 4,113

2.3 2.3.1 Adequately funded service-oriented local government
units $ 5,553 $ 5,600 $6,163 $ 6,712 $ 6,475

2.3 2.3.2 Improved interaction between citizens and local
public institutions    $ 5,160 $ 4,850 $ 5,287 $ 5,438 $ 6,225

3.4 3.4.1 Improved legal, regulatory and policy framework $ 1,487 $1,237 $1,125 $ 1,125 $  595

3.4 3.4.2
Improved mobilization, allocation and use of social
sector resources $ 2,063 $ 1,913 $ 1,900 $ 1,725 $ 1,185

3.4 3.4.3 Increased access to quality integrated services. $ 2,837 $ 2,462 $ 3,025 $ 3,025 $ 3,075

3.4 3.4.4 Citizens better informed about social services, rights
and responsibilities. $  962 $  988 $  850 $  1,025 $ 1,195

USAID Total $38,000 $35,000 $ 35,000 $ 35,000 $ 35,000
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APPENDIX A: PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENT

Baseline, Targets, and Actual Results

SO 1.3 – ACCELERATED PRIVATE SECTOR GROWTH BY SUPPORTING A MARKET DRIVEN ECONOMY

Target and Actual ResultsBaseline Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006SO/IR Result Statement Indicator

Indicator
definition and
unit of
measurement

YEAR VALUE Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target Act
ual

SO 1.3 Accelerated private
sector growth by
supporting a market-
driven environment

Percentage of
total private
sector share in
GDP

Increased weight
of private sector
in Gross Domestic
Product
Unit: %

2000 64% 66% TBD TBD TBD TBD

Number of
SMEs on the
market

Increased number
of Small and
Medium
Enterprises being
operational in
Romania
Unit: #

2000 TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD

IR 1.3.1 Improved
policy/legal/regulatory
framework supportive
of market expansion

Specific laws
and
regulations
supportive of
market
expansion

Matrix of policies.
Laws and
regulations
drafted and
promoted
Unit: Scale from 0
to 100

2000 0 4 TBD TBD TBD TBD

IR 1.3.2 Strengthened
institutional capacity
of private sector
associations. GOR
sector counterparts,
and NGOs, to serve
market economy goals

Number of
self-
sustainable
targeted
associations
and NGOs

Number of viable
assisted
associations and
NGOs
Unit: #

2000 3 5 TBD TBD TBD TBD
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Target and Actual ResultsBaseline Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006SO/IR Result Statement Indicator

Indicator
definition and
unit of
measurement

YEAR VALUE Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target Act
ual

Share of the
budget
covered
through
services
(itemized on
GOR, NGO
and Business
associations)

Weight of the
budget obtained
from services
provided by
assisted GOR
institutions,
NGOs and
business
associations
Unit: %

2000 20%
2%
5%

30%
5%
10%

TBD TBD TBD TBD

IR 1.3.3 Improved
competitiveness of
private sector’s
companies and markets

Percentage of
SME’s share
in GDP

Weight of Gross
Domestic Product
resulting from
Small and
Medium
Enterprises
Unit: %

2000 TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD

Increased
export in
targeted areas

Volume of sales
of products
exported in
targeted areas:
Unit: Thousands $

TBD TBD TBD TBD

IR 1.3.4 Improved process of
transferring state-
owned assets to
private ownership

% of
remaining
state-owned
assets,
desegregated
by sectors
(itemized on
banking,
agriculture,
energy, and
other large
enterprises)

Weight of assets
remaining in
state’s property
Unit: %

2000 100%
100%
100%
100%

TBD TBD TBD TBD TBD
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APPENDIX A: PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENT

Baseline, Targets, and Actual Results

SO 2.3 – IMPROVED DEMOCRATIC GOVERNANCE AT THE LOCAL LEVEL

Target and Actual Results (2)Baseline Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006SO/

IR
Result
Statement

Indicator
Indicator definition and
unit of measurement

YEAR VAL
UE

Target Actua
l

Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual

SO
2.3

Improved
democratic
governance
at the local
level

Number of
USAID-
assisted
LGUs that
have
significantly
increased the
percent of
their program
budget spent
on services
identified by
citizens

To determine what percent
represents a significant increase,
the implementor will establish
during year 1 baseline and
targets for all the 183 USAID-
assisted LGUs (1), to be
approved by USAID

Unit: Number of USAID-
assisted LGUs.

2002 TBD 183

IR
2.3.1

Adequately
funded
service-
oriented
local
government
units

Increase in
locally
available
revenues for
USAID-
assisted
LGUs.

Revenues generated and retained
at the local level, through more
effective assessment of real
estate and land property value,
greater retention of locally-
generated revenues, increased
income tax share remaining at
the local level, as well as LGUs’
ability to borrow money and
issue financial instruments.

Unit: Percentage of revenues in
real terms, as an average of
revenue increases in the 183
assisted LGUs

2002 TBD 10%
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Target and Actual Results (2)Baseline Data

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006SO/
IR

Result
Statement

Indicator
Indicator definition
and unit of
measurement YEAR VALUE Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual

Decrease of
unit cost for
specific
services
delivered by
USAID-
assisted LGUs

Specific services that support
the other USAID SOs are
delivered more cost-
effectively through
transparent and competitive
outsourcing or by moving
from government institutions
to community-based social
services, while maintaining
or improving quality.

Unit: Percentage as an
average of unit costs of
specific services delivered by
the 183 USAID-assisted
LGUs

2002 TBD 10%

Number of
USAID-
assisted LGUs
that have
created at least
1 new,
sustainable
community
service
through a
defined
participatory
approach

The creation of community
services based on
documented input received
from citizens through
community meetings,
surveys, and other venues for
citizen participation. Service
sustainability is demonstrated
by the existence of future
funding mechanisms assured
through such means as local
government budgets, public-
private partnerships, or fees-
for-services.

Unit: Number of USAID-
assisted LGUs

2002 TBD 110
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Target and Actual Results (2)Baseline Data

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006SO/
IR

Result
Statement

Indicato
r

Indicator definition and
unit of measurement

YEAR VAL
UE

Target Actua
l

Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual Target Actual

IR
2.3.2

Improved
interaction
between
citizens and
local public
institutions

Number of
sustainable
CSOs
effectively
involved in
strategic
planning,
implementation
and oversight
activities.

Sustainable CSOs (civic
NGOs, professional and
business associations)
generate at least 50% of
their budget from domestic
sources. CSOs that are
effectively involved in
community life obtain
information from LGUs and
communities, analyze it and
propose options to prioritize
community needs. Branches
of nationwide CSOs are
counted individually.

Unit: Number of sustainable
CSOs in USAID-assisted
LGUs.

2002 TBD 366

Number of new
sustainable
LGU/CSO
initiated
programs that
directly address
the needs of
women, youth
and
marginalized
groups.

Programs that directly
address these needs will
enhance participation in 1)
decision making, 2) creation
of new employment
opportunities, and 3)
increased access to health,
education and other social
services.

Unit: Number of new
sustainable programs in
USAID-assisted LGU.

2002 TBD 366

Note: (1) USAID will work nationwide, providing assistance to 183 local government units (LGUs) representing all eight development regions and
various types of local authorities (county, municipality, town).
(2) Baseline and annual targets for all indicators will be established during the first year of the program.
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APPENDIX A:  PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENT
Baseline, Targets, and Actual Results

SO 3.4:  IMPROVED EFFECTIVENESS OF SELECTED SOCIAL AND PRIMARY HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR TARGETED
VULNERABLE GROUPS

Targets and Actual Results
Baseline

Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Result
Statement

Indicator Indicator Definition
and Unit of
Measure

Year Target Actual Target Actual Target Target Actual Target Act
ual

SO 3.4 Improved
effectiveness of
selected social
and primary
health care
services for
targeted
vulnerable
groups

 Modern
contraceptiv
e prevalence
rate

Percent of women
married and in-
union, reproductive
age (15-44),
reporting use of
modern
contraception
(condom, pill, IUD,
spermicides, female
sterilization, other
modern methods)
Unit: percent

1999 29.5
%

50%

Improved
effectiveness of
selected social
and primary
health care
services for
targeted
vulnerable
groups

Abortion
rate (to be
used as
proxy
indicator for
Modern
contraceptiv
e prevalence
rate for
years when
data is not
available)

Number of induced
abortions occurring
in a given year per
1,000 female
population of
reproductive age (15-
44)
Unit: Rate per 1,000
women of
reproductive age (15-
44)

2000 TBD
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Baseline, Targets, and Actual Results

SO 3.4:  IMPROVED EFFECTIVENESS OF SELECTED SOCIAL AND PRIMARY HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR TARGETED
VULNERABLE GROUPS

Targets and Actual Results
Baseline

Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Result
Statement

Indicator Indicator Definition
and Unit of
Measure

Year Target Actual Target Actual Target Target Actual Target Act
ual

SO 3.4 Improved
effectiveness of
selected social
and primary
health care
services for
targeted
vulnerable
groups

Women
using
selected
primary care
(RH)
services

Percent of women
receiving
reproductive health
services included in
th4e primary health
care package.
Unit: Percent of
women of
reproductive age (15-
44)

2001 TBD 25%

SO 3.4 Improved
effectiveness of
selected social
and primary
health care
services for
targeted
vulnerable
groups

Children
receiving
quality,
alternative
child
welfare
services

Percent of total
children having an
open case with the
county receiving
alternative welfare
services where
services meet the
national standards as
developed and
adopted by the
Romanian National
Authority

TBD TBD 30% 45% 60%
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Baseline, Targets, and Actual Results

SO 3.4:  IMPROVED EFFECTIVENESS OF SELECTED SOCIAL AND PRIMARY HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR TARGETED
VULNERABLE GROUPS

Targets and Actual Results
Baseline

Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Result
Statement

Indicator Indicator Definition
and Unit of
Measure

Year Target Actual Target Actual Target Target Actual Target Act
ual

IR
3.4.1

Improved legal,
regulatory and
policy
framework

GOR
develops
cohesive
legislative,
policy and
administrati
ve reform
that
enhances
primary
health care
by
integrating

Milestone indicator
that includes a list of
five components

Unit: Milestone scale
from 0 to 100

2000 TBD
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Baseline, Targets, and Actual Results

SO 3.4:  IMPROVED EFFECTIVENESS OF SELECTED SOCIAL AND PRIMARY HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR TARGETED
VULNERABLE GROUPS

Targets and Actual Results
Baseline

Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Result
Statement

Indicator Indicator Definition
and Unit of
Measure

Year Target Actual Target Actual Target Target Actual Target Act
ual

IR
3.4.2

Improved
mobilization,
allocation and
use of social
sector resources

Proportion
of hospitals
expenditures
reimbursed
through
case-based
payment
system

Proportion of
hospital financing
paid to hospitals
through systems
based on services
provided, defined as
cases or diagnosis
related groups
(DRGs), rather than
completely historical
budgets.
Unit: Percent of total
hospital financing

2001 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

IR
3.4.2

Improved
mobilization,
allocation and
use of social
sector resources

Children
living in
state-run
institutions
per 100,000
population

Reduction in number
of children living in
state-run institutions
under auspices of the
National Authority
for Child Protection
and Adoption per
100,000 total
population.
Unit: Children per
100,000 population

2000 20% 35% 50%
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Baseline, Targets, and Actual Results

SO 3.4:  IMPROVED EFFECTIVENESS OF SELECTED SOCIAL AND PRIMARY HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR TARGETED
VULNERABLE GROUPS

Targets and Actual Results
Baseline

Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Result
Statement

Indicator Indicator Definition
and Unit of
Measure

Year Target Actual Target Actual Target Target Actual Target Act
ual

IR
3.4.2

Improved
mobilization,
allocation and
use of social
sector resources

Number of
state-run
institutions
caring for
institutionali
zed children

Reduction in number
of state-run “camin
spital” and
placement centers
caring for
institutionalized
children;

Unit: Number

2000 5% 15% 25% 30%

IR
3.4.3

Improved access
to integrated
quality services

Percent of
primary
health care
centers
providing
integrated
reproductive
health
services
(disaggregat
ed by urban
and rural
areas)

Increased percent of
Primary Health Care
sites that have
integrated basic
reproductive health
services into their
practices

Unit: Percent of total
sites in Romania

2001 Less
than
5%

40%
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Baseline, Targets, and Actual Results

SO 3.4:  IMPROVED EFFECTIVENESS OF SELECTED SOCIAL AND PRIMARY HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR TARGETED
VULNERABLE GROUPS

Targets and Actual Results
Baseline

Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Result
Statement

Indicator Indicator Definition
and Unit of
Measure

Year Target Actual Target Actual Target Target Actual Target Act
ual

IR
3.4.3 Improved access

to integrated
quality services

Children
entering
state-run
institutions
per
1000,000
population

Reduction in number
of children entering
state-run institutions
under the auspices of
the National
Authority for Child
Protection and
Adoption per
100,000 total
population

Unit: children per
100,000 population
entering institutions

2003 TBD
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Baseline, Targets, and Actual Results

SO 3.4:  IMPROVED EFFECTIVENESS OF SELECTED SOCIAL AND PRIMARY HEALTH CARE SERVICES FOR TARGETED
VULNERABLE GROUPS

Targets and Actual Results
Baseline

Data
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Result
Statement

Indicator Indicator Definition
and Unit of
Measure

Year Target Actual Target Actual Target Target Actual Target Act
ual

IR
3.4.4 Citizens Better

Informed about
Social Services,
Rights and
Responsibilities

Percent of
Population
15 and older
that has
knowledge
of the basic
reproductive
health
services and
practices

Increased percent of
population 15 and
older that has
knowledge about
basic reproductive
health services
(including family
planning, pre- and
post-natal care,
sexually transmitted
diseases, HIV/AIDs,
breast and cervical
cancer, menopause,
and domestic
violence – specific
knowledge criteria to
be defined by
implementor using
existing reproductive
health survey tool
and methodology

Unit: Percent of
survey base

TBD TBD
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APPENDIX B – PARAMETERS CABLE

261544Z MAR 01
FM SECSTATE WASHDC
TO AMEMBASSY BUCHAREST PRIORITY

UNCLAS STATE 052491

SUBJECT: REVIEW OF USAID ROMANIA R4 FOR FY 2003;
PARAMETERS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF NEW MULTI-YEAR STRATEGY

=========
SUMMARY
=========

PAGE 02        STATE   052491  261548Z
1. USAID/ROMANIA'S RESULTS REVIEW AND RESOURCE REQUEST
("R4") FOR FY 2003 WAS REVIEWED AND APPROVED IN WASHINGTON
DURING THE WEEK OF MARCH 5, 2001. AS PART OF THE REVIEW THE
CURRENT STRATEGY PERIOD WAS EXTENDED BY ONE YEAR TO ALLOW
FOR COMPLETION OF THE MISSION'S NEW MULTI-YEAR STRATEGY FOR
FY 2002-2007.  THIS CABLE APPROVES THE R4 AS SUBMITTED AND
PROVIDES PARAMETERS FOR THE NEW STRATEGY.  END SUMMARY.

============================
PRINCIPAL DECISIONS REACHED
============================

2. FOLLOWING ARE THE PRINCIPAL DECISIONS TAKEN AS A RESULT OF
THE REVIEW:

-- THE CURRENT STRATEGY PERIOD IS EXTENDED BY ONE YEAR TO
ALLOW TIME FOR COMPLETION OF A NEW STRATEGY FOR FY 2002-2007.
-- APPROVED PARAMETERS FOR THE NEW STRATEGY ARE AS OUTLINED
IN PARA 7 BELOW.

====================================
REVIEW OF USAID/ROMANIA'S R4 FOR FY 2003
====================================

3. USAID/ROMANIA'S R4 FOR FY 2003 WAS REVIEWED IN WASHINGTON
DURING THE WEEK OF MARCH 5, 2001. THE DOCUMENT WAS REVIEWED
AT AN ISSUES MEETING CHAIRED BY PCS OFFICE DIRECTOR DIANNE
TSITSOS ON MARCH 6 AND AGAIN SUBSEQUENTLY AT A PARAMETER-
SETTING MEETING CHAIRED BY ACTING DAA/E&E PAIGE ALEXANDER.
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USAID/ROMANIA WAS REPRESENTED BY DIRECTOR DENNY ROBERTSON
AND PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT ADVISOR ELEANOR KENNELLY.  ALSO
REPRESENTED AT THE TWO REVIEWS WERE E&E/PCS, E&E/DG, E&E/OM,
E&E/EEST, E&E/ECA, E&E/MT, PPC/PC, G/DG, GC/E&E, G/PHN, G/EGAD,
M/B, OMB, AND STATE/EUR/EEA.

4. AT THE MARCH 6 ISSUES MEETING ROBERTSON OUTLINED SOME OF
THE MAJOR DEVELOPMENTS OVER THE PAST YEAR, INCLUDING THE
SURPRISE RETURN TO POWER OF THE SOCIALIST PDSR IN LOCAL AND
NATIONAL LEVEL ELECTIONS; A TENTATIVELY FORWARD-LEANING
STANCE BY THE WORLD BANK, WHICH HAS OFFERED AN ASSISTANCE
PACKAGE TOTALING 1.5 BILLION DOLLARS OVER FIVE YEARS IN
EXCHANGE FOR RAPID IMPLEMENTATION OF ECONOMIC REFORMS; AND
THE DEMOCRATIC TRANSITION IN SERBIA, HISTORICALLY ROMANIA'S
PRINCIPAL TRADING PARTNER ON THE DANUBE.  ROBERTSON ALSO
NOTED THAT THE INSTITUTIONALIZATION OF CHILDREN CONTINUES TO
BE AN IMPORTANT ISSUE WITH CONGRESS AND IS CURRENTLY
RETARDING PROGRESS WITH RESPECT TO EU ACCESSION. DROUGHT
HAS ALSO SLOWED ECONOMIC RECOVERY.  ROBERTSON SAID THAT HE
WAS GENERALLY PLEASED WITH PROGRESS DURING THE PAST YEAR
ACROSS THE SPAN OF USAID/ROMANIA'S PORTFOLIO.

5. LOOKING AHEAD, ROBERTSON SAID THAT THE PRINCIPAL TASK IN
THE COMING PERIOD WAS PREPARATION OF A NEW STRATEGY UNDER
A NEW ADMINISTRATION IN BOTH ROMANIA AND THE U.S.  WHILE THE
BUDGET WILL LIKELY REMAIN MORE OR LESS CONSTANT, ROBERTSON
INDICATED THAT HE WOULD SEEK TO SHARPEN PROGRAM FOCUS BY
REDUCING THE NUMBER OF STRATEGIC OBJECTIVES, WITH LOCAL
GOVERNMENT PROBABLY RECEIVING GREATER EMPHASIS.
ROBERTSON ALSO SAID HE WOULD LIKE TO BRING MORE FOCUS TO
ANTI-CORRUPTION ACTIVITIES, SEEK OPPORTUNITIES FOR REGIONAL
COLLABORATION WITH THE SERBIA AND BULGARIA MISSIONS, AND
IMPROVE POST MANAGEMENT AND COORDINATION OF SEED-FUNDED
USG AGENCIES OPERATING IN ROMANIA.

6. ALTHOUGH THERE WAS DISCUSSION ACROSS A WIDE RANGE OF
ISSUES AND CONCERNS, MOST RELATED IN ONE WAY OR ANOTHER TO
DEVELOPMENT OF THE MISSION#S NEW STRATEGY. (THE ISSUES
PAPER FOR THE REVIEW IS INCORPORATED HEREIN BY REFERENCE.)
THE MISSION RESPONDED TO ALL OF THE CONCERNS RAISED AND SAID
IT WELCOMED THE BUREAU'S FURTHER GUIDANCE AND PARTICIPATION
AS IT MOVED TO COMPLETE THE NEW STRATEGY.  AT THE MARCH 8
MEETING ACTING DAA/E&E PAIGE ALEXANDER PRAISED THE MISSION'S
"CORPORATE" VISION IN SEEKING COLLABORATION WITH OTHER
MISSIONS IN REGION AND AMONG THE VARIOUS USG AGENCIES
OPERATING IN ROMANIA.
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==================================
PARAMETERS FOR THE NEW STRATEGY
==================================

7. THE FOLLOWING PARAMETERS FOR THE FY 2002-2007 STRATEGY
WERE AGREED TO:

A. APPROVAL OF ONE-YEAR EXTENSION AND PERIOD FOR NEW
STRATEGY: A ONE-YEAR EXTENSION OF THE CURRENT STRATEGY
IS APROVED.  THE NEW STRATEGY WILL COVER FY 2002-2007.

B. AREAS REQUIRING SPECIAL ATTENTION: USAID/W AGREES WITH THE
MISSION'S PROPOSAL TO ADDRESS THE CROSS-CUTTING ISSUES OF
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY, TRANSPARENCY (ANTI-CORRUPTION AND
CORPORATE GOVERNANCE), GENDER, REGIONAL INITIATIVES, SOCIAL
ASSISTANCE, AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT.  THE FINDINGS OF RELEVANT
ANALYSES SHOULD BE BRIEFLY SUMMARIZED IN THE DOCUMENT,
WHICH SHOULD ALSO PROVIDE A DESCRIPTION OF HOW THE MISSION
PLANS TO INCORPORATE EACH TOPIC INTO THE STRATEGY.

C. ASSISTANCE MECHANISMS: THE BUREAU WILL MAKE EVERY EFFORT
TO ACCOMMODATE MISSION REQUESTS FOR ASSISTANCE WITH
STRATEGY PREPARATION, WHETHER THROUGH CONTRACT
MECHANISMS OR USDH/PSC PERSONNEL BASED IN WASHINGTON.

D. PROBABLE FUNDING LEVELS: FOR THE NEW STRATEGY PERIOD, THE
MISSION SHOULD PLAN ON A PROGRAM BUDGET THAT IS MORE OR
LESS STRAIGHTLINED FROM THE CURRENT LEVEL.

E.  STAFFING AND OPERATING EXPENSE LEVELS: LIKEWISE, THE
MISSION SHOULD USE CURRENT STAFFING AND OPERATING EXPENSE
LEVELS AS MORE OR LESS INDICATIVE OF FUTURE LEVELS.

F. SUBMISSION DATE FOR NEW STRATEGY: THE MISSION SHOULD
SUBMIT THE NEW STRATEGY DOCUMENT FOR E&E/WASHINGTON
REVIEW IN SEPTEMBER 2001.  A PRELIMINARY CONCEPT PAPER IS NOT
REQUIRED, ALTHOUGH, IF THE MISSION ELECTS TO PREPARE AND
SUBMIT ONE, USAID/W WILL PROVIDE TIMELY COMMENTS.
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APPENDIX C:  GENDER ASSESSMENT1

EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY
Since the fall of communism in 1989, Romania has struggled through severe economic and
social hardships.  Unemployment is high, poverty rates have doubled, GDP has declined, and
health indicators have fallen.  Recently, however, substantial improvements have been made.
Economic growth has increased, free and fair elections have been held, and maternal
mortality has been halved.  USAID/Romania has made substantial contributions in all of
these areas.  USAID/Romania is currently planning its new strategy for the coming five
years, determining how it will build on these successes and help address some of the
remaining problems in the country.  This assessment is part of this strategic planning process,
analyzing how gender relations and roles affect the achievement of USAID’s objectives and
assessing how the proposed activities affect the relative status of men and women in the
country.

As a result of this assessment it is clear that USAID/Romania has been and continues to be
committed to ensuring the promotion of equal rights and opportunities for women and
disadvantaged groups in the country.  There have been numerous programs and successes in
all three strategic objective areas that have specifically addressed gender discrepancies.  For
example, in the area of economic growth, USAID and its partners are aware of and support
credit opportunities for women business owners.  USAID funded a study of women’s
entrepreneurship which has provided extensive baseline data on women’s involvement in
business in Romania.  USAID is also funding an activity that has a mandate to specifically
target and support women’s business associations.  In the democracy sector USAID has
funded workshops to develop women’s involvement in political parties, has supported
training and networking opportunities for women activists, and provided internship
opportunities for youth.  The progress made in the area of reproductive health has also been
quite impressive.  Maternal mortality has been halved, abortion rates have declined
dramatically, and more men and women are aware of and using modern contraceptives.

Although the past progress is commendable, there are still areas in all three strategic
objectives of USAID’s program in Romania, as well as in the special interest area of
combating domestic violence and trafficking, that could benefit from gender analysis and
integration. Below is a summary of the main issues uncovered in the assessment.  More
detailed descriptions and extensive recommendations are provided in the main body of this
report.

SO 1.3 – Accelerated Private Sector Growth
Legal, Regulatory and Bureaucratic Reform: USAID has funded an extensive study of the
bureaucratic constraints on private enterprise. Future activities will focus on streamlining
these processes in order to improve the business environment. Women and men sometimes
experience differences in dealing with bureaucratic processes. These potential differences
have not yet been investigated in Romania.  An assessment of these differences may help to
shape the streamlining efforts to ensure that improvements address the issues faced by both
male and female entrepreneurs.
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Pension Reform: Changes in the pension system, designed to make the system more
sustainable, may have an unanticipated negative impact on women. The move to a system
based on contributions decreases women’s benefits due to their fewer years of employment
and lower salary histories. Women under the new system will continue to have lower
retirement ages.  Fewer years of contributing to the system combined with data that indicates
women on average earn 83% of men will result in women having lower average pensions
than men.  More worrying, however, is the increase in the number of women moving from
formal, paid employment to the informal sector or into unpaid family labor – situations in
which it is unlikely that contributions will be made into the social, health or pension systems,
resulting in a growing number of women potentially facing old age without pensions at all.
Although many of these women have husbands on whose pensions they can rely while he is
living, survivor benefits are significantly lower (50%); and women on average live longer
than men resulting in more women relying on these reduced benefits. If these issues are not
addressed before the reforms are finalized, there could be serious implications for elderly
women in Romania in the near future.

Business Associations: Data indicates that although women are slightly underrepresented in
association management, they are actively involved with associations at other levels.
Associations, therefore, provide a potential outlet for promoting women’s civic participation,
as well as improving their business skills. Additional support for women entrepreneurs could
be provided through these associations.  Developing additional programs, such as mentoring
programs for women’s business associations and gender integration training for other
business associations (to help them understand and address the needs of both their male and
female members) could build on and develop women’s involvement in this sector.

Water Users Associations: This is part of a new agricultural development activity designed to
promote the development of water users associations to take over private ownership of
irrigation assets and develop cooperative marketing and distribution networks amongst small
landholders. As the associations are developed, USAID needs to be sure that efforts are made
to ensure that both men and women know about the purpose of the program, when meetings
are being held, and why they should attend.  USAID should also make sure that
implementers learn what both male and female land holders’ concerns are, that efforts are
taken to accommodate men’s and women’s different schedules, and that women have an
equal voice in the associations’ decision-making processes.

Credit for SMEs: Although thirty-one percent of USAID’s loans go to businesses owned by
women, data indicates that women borrow significantly less than men for their businesses.
Most of USAID’s credit implementers provide credit through local associations.  In order to
encourage the development of the associations, loans are available only to members of the
associations.  Although USAID’s partners are conscious of the need to ensure their practices
do not discriminate against women, most of them collect sex-disaggregated data only on the
number and value of loans disbursed and the number of jobs created.  Additional data that
might be useful in analyzing whether any of the lending practices discourage or encourage
women are not collected, such as application rates, approval and denial rates, and repayment
rates, membership of the association, and an analysis of the associations’ decision -making
processes.
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Agricultural Development: This is part of the new agricultural development activity designed
to increase farmers access to credit through the development of crop insurance programs and
warehouse receipts systems. Although both of these programs should assist all farmers, male
and female, some steps can be taken to ensure that men and women are included in program
participation and in decision-making processes to the greatest extent possible.  Simple steps
such as advertising the program in places where women frequently go and scheduling
meetings during times when women are free of housework and childcare duties can help
encourage women’s participation. Implementing organizations should also analyze men’s
and women’s farming practices to see if there are differences in crop preferences, equipment
usage, or access to distribution systems, which might affect there access to or interest in the
program.

Land Privatization: Land privatization in Romania is based on restitution of nationalized land
to its prior owners.  USAID’s involvement in the privatization of the remaining 20% of state-
owned lands is limited. USAID will be encouraging those with private claims to the
remaining land to sell those claims in an effort to consolidate land ownership into larger
parcels, increasing the efficiency and competitiveness of the agricultural sector. To ensure
that there are no gender discrepancies, the activity needs to study the concerns of both male
and female holders of land claims and ensure that public awareness campaigns address the
needs of both.  The activity should also examine property rights of family members to ensure
that the processes developed to encourage the sale of land claims protect the rights of family
members.

SO 2.3 – Improved Democratic Governance at the Local Level
Local Government Assistance: Women are significantly under-represented in local
governments in Romania.  Several reasons for this were uncovered including an abundance
of housework and family duties that leaves no time for public service; negative public
attitudes towards women’s ability to lead; a reluctance of women to submit themselves to
public scrutiny; discomfort at involving themselves in under-the-table dealings; and political
parties’ resistance to promoting women to positions of leadership. USAID is developing a
new program to improve democratic governance at the local level, including budgeting and
public management, municipal finance and credit, economic development, citizen
participation, and citizen information and association building.  Improving local governance
brings governance closer to the people thereby increasing citizens’ participation in decision-
making.  Men and women in the same communities often have different concerns and
priorities for their local government.  It is critical, therefore, that gender issues are taken into
consideration in the design of these activities so that women’s voices are heard. Activity
designs need to include provisions to ensure that local budgets reflect the priorities of men
and women in the community, that women participate in discussions of local economic
development for their communities, that information disseminated by government reaches
both men and women, and that associations reach out to and include both male and female
members.

Political Parties: Women are under-represented not only at the local level, but also at the
national level of governance.  As noted above, it is very difficult for women to work their
way up the political party system, thereby gaining positions of authority and leadership.
USAID/Romania is currently implementing programs that target some of these problems.
Implementing partners are working with women in political parties to develop their skills,
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young party members, including men and women, have been sent on study tours to develop
their understanding of political party systems, and universities students have been supported
in internship programs with the government. Additional support for increasing women’s roles
in political parties, at the local level, will increase women’s voices in local government,
thereby improving democratic governance.  USAID could encourage political parties to be
more transparent in their internal processes; train party leadership in the importance of
including women in the party structure and how they can use this to attract women voters;
and continue to support additional training activities for women party members and activists
to continue to build their skills so that they will be ready to assume leadership when the
opportunities arise.

Civil Society Organizations (CSOs): Although women are also underrepresented at the
management level of CSOs, they are actively involved in CSO activities throughout the
country.  As in other countries of the region, CSOs are beginning to develop from purely
charity based organizations to voices of advocacy, providing another way for citizens to
influence governmental decision-making. Aside from the business associations discussed
above, USAID/Romania is supporting CSOs mainly through partnership programs with both
US and Serbian CSOs.  Although partnership grants do not currently require applicants to
address gender issues, many of them have. One partnership program initiated a seminar to
educate Romanian and Serbian female political activists on networking, lobbying, and
advocacy strategies – attracting significant media interest in the process.  Other grants have
included gender integration strategies, for example, by using participatory approaches to
community development efforts, but neglected to keep track of and report on men’s and
women’s relative participation in and results from the projects.  Future partnership activities
should ask applicants to identify the relevant gender issues and describe how they will
address them.  Because of women’s significant role in CSOs, additional support for CSOs
could provide an important outlet for women’s political participation.  Training for staff and
management in gender integration issues, partnerships and internships with more advanced
CSOs, and other activities could be helpful in developing the more nascent organizations and
promoting women’s leadership roles in the more developed ones.

Labor Unions: Labor unions have provided an important forum, both at the local and national
level, for promoting human rights in Romania, especially women’s rights in the workplace.
Because many of the largest unions are in female dominated sectors, such as education and
health, women have been activity involved. Three Labor Resource Centers, opened with
USAID funding, have developed special women’s programs to address some of the
workplace issues of concern to female employees, such as sexual harassment and gender
discrimination in hiring practices. Activities organized at the local level have led to important
changes at the national level. Continued support for labor unions could provide an important
outlet for women’s civic participation and for promoting women’s rights. In addition, support
for partnerships or collaborative efforts between the more advanced labor unions and other
CSOs in the communities could help develop the CSOs’ advocacy skills.

Ethnic Relations Program: USAID/Romania is in the process of developing a new activity to
support the Roma community in Romania.  Roma in Romania have distinctly lower human
development indicators than the general population: lower literacy rates, higher
unemployment, and lower health indicators. They are reported to be victims of discrimination
in hiring practices and even at health clinics. This activity will support efforts to provide the
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Roma with social and economic opportunities equal to the rest of the population.  Roma
culture is very traditional with distinct roles for men and women.  Once it is clear what sorts
of activities will be supported, it is very important that the new activity conduct an in-depth
gender analysis of the Roma population.  USAID/Romania’s reproductive health programs
already have significant experience working with the Roma population. They have developed
special interventions that have been successful in addressing the significant reproductive
health problems of Roma women. Lessons learned from their experience should be
incorporated into this new activity.

SO 3.4 – Improved Effectiveness of Selected Social and Primary Health Care Services
for Targeted Vulnerable Groups
Reproductive Health: Communist-era pro-natalist policies making both birth control and
abortion illegal had a devastating effect on the reproductive health of Romanian women.  In
the past decade, the GOR and USAID/Romania have had commendable success in improving
the reproductive health of the population.  Maternal mortality has been halved; abortion rates
have declined; and people’s awareness and use of modern contraceptives is increasing.
USAID-funded activities have also had successes in targeting particularly vulnerable
populations such as the Roma communities and adolescent girls. Some work has begun to
focus reproductive health messages on men.  More activities targeted to men could help bring
about greater increases in knowledge and use of modern methods of contraception, further
decreasing the abortion rate, improving maternal mortality and reducing the number of
children entering institutions.

Health Reform: The former system of cradle to grave services for all citizens is no longer
sustainable. The health care system is currently transitioning to a system of mandatory
payroll contributions to a national health insurance program, financial incentive schemes for
health care providers, and social services and transfers based on income testing. Individuals
and families not covered by their employer may make voluntary contributions to the program
or pay fees for services rendered. The revised unemployment insurance program will provide
health insurance coverage for the unemployed, but for a limited time only.  People not
included in any of these categories and unable to pay for their own coverage can apply to the
government for a poverty certificate, which entitles them to free services.  However, many of
the poor do not know how, or are unable, to obtain a poverty certificate and find themselves
without access to health care.  Although these reforms affect both men and women, women
are particularly vulnerable for many reasons: they are more likely them men to work in
sectors which do not make social insurance contributions (such as unpaid family workers or
workers in the informal sector) and they are more likely to face long-term unemployment.

Institutionalized Children: USAID has funded extensive programs to address issues of
children left to the care of the state. During the Communist era, families were encouraged to
have children.  Yet many could not afford to care for these children and turned to state-run
institutions to provide for them. USAID activities have focused on preventing unwanted
pregnancies (see reproductive health above); developing alternatives to institutional care such
as adoption and foster care; and providing counseling, economic and material support for
families to help them keep their children at home. These programs have met with
considerable success.  Although the number of children being turned over to the state is still
rising, the number being placed in institutions is declining and the number entering foster
care on the rise. Sex-disaggregated data about these children was unavailable.  Without data
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it is impossible to know if they are gender-based differences or preferences in the rates at
which children are turned over to the state or the rates at which they are adopted or taken into
foster care. Additional studies of institutionalized children after they reach independence
could also provide valuable information.  Some of those working with these children felt that
the girls are particularly vulnerable, are often taken advantage of by stronger children and
subjected to forced prostitution.  UNDP is working with Romania to develop gender statistics
for the country.  USAID should encourage UNDP to include statistics on institutionalized
children in their new project.

Labor Redeployment: USAID is both advising the GOR on their labor redeployment policies
and providing funding for local economic development programs. The new labor reforms
have involved a revision of the unemployment insurance program.  It is unclear if a gender
analysis was conducted of the new policies to see if they would have differential affects on
men and women. The most obvious change affecting women is the reduction of long-term
benefits. Because women are over-represented in the ranks of the long-term unemployed,
they will be more likely to be the ones losing their benefits. This becomes a particularly acute
problem in light of the health care reforms described above which eliminates free health care
for all.  The reformed unemployment insurance provides for health care benefits only for a
limited time. The long-term unemployed will therefore not only lose their unemployment
cash transfers, but their access to health care as well.  An in-depth gender analysis of the
unemployment insurance program would be beneficial in identifying other potential
unintended gender-biased impacts of the reforms.

The economic development program provides grants to support the community’s priority
development projects.  The program utilizes participatory techniques to develop community-
led committees, which develop and implement the projects. Participation by women on these
committees has been 30% on average. It is not clear what methods, if any, have been utilized
to encourage women’s participation.  A study of the methods used would be useful not only
in encouraging higher levels of participation by women on future committees, but also to
uncover lessons which can be applied to other citizen participation projects, such as the
upcoming local government program.

Domestic Violence and Trafficking
Domestic Violence: Domestic violence is an acknowledged problem in Romania (the 2000
Gender Barometer survey funded by the Open Society Foundation Romania noted that over
half the female respondents knew someone who was a victim of domestic violence).
Domestic violence is a complex issue that requires integrated solutions.  In Romania, as in
other countries around the globe, victims sometimes fear additional violence from their
partner if they report and/or prosecute assaults; they may be pressured by family members
not to press charges, or encouraged to reconcile; the police often consider domestic violence
a family matter and are unlikely to make an arrest; the procedural requirements to file a
complaint in domestic violence and rape cases are involved and place unnecessary burdens
on the victims; the abuser often remains at home until the complaint is heard, which could be
weeks or even months; and a housing shortage in Romania may force people to stay in an
abusive relationship because they have nowhere else to go.  A lack of public support for
victims, inadequate legislation, untrained and often insensitive police officers, a lack of
social, emotional and economic support for victims, and a lack of counseling services for
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perpetrators are all areas that need to be addressed in order to prevent domestic violence and
protect the human rights of the victims.

Trafficking: A related crime of violence against women is trafficking. In response to growing
international concern, the US Congress passed the Victims of Trafficking and Violence Act
of 2000, which subjects countries to sanctions if they are not meeting minimum standards to
address trafficking issues or making significant efforts to bring themselves into compliance.
The U.S. Department of State determined that Romania has not complied with minimum
standards. Romania has therefore been placed in the lowest tier, putting it at risk of sanctions,
specifically termination of non-humanitarian, non-trade-related assistance, as well as
potential US opposition to development-related assistance from international financial
institutions. The United States is already providing significant assistance to Romania to
improve their anti-trafficking measures, especially working on cross-border investigations.

Additional support is needed to prevent trafficking from continuing: promoting public
awareness, improving legislation, providing support for reintegration of victims, and helping
the Romanian government meet the minimum standards required by the Act so that U.S.
assistance to Romania is not curtailed.
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APPENDIX D:  BIODIVERSITY ASSESSMENT REPORT FOR
                           ROMANIA

USAID RECOMMENDATIONS46

This Memorandum summarizes the Biodiversity Assessment Report (BAR) and makes specific
suggestions for the USAID/Romania Mission for activities to promote biodiversity conservation
which could be considered under the 2002-2006 Strategy.  The BAR was prepared by USAID/W
and the Romanian NGO, Ecologic Group for Cooperation, under contract project ID R186-01-
0085.

Background
The BAR was prepared between August 6 and September 7, 2001 to address statutory
requirements promulgated at Sections 117 and 119 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, as
amended.  Details of these requirements are provided in the Introduction to BAR and the pertinent
sections of the United States Code are provided in Annex I.  In summary, during the  preparation
of each new Country Strategic Plan, these requirements call for an assessment of the actions
necessary in the country of operation to conserve biodiversity, and for a review of USAID's
proposed activities to determine how those needs are being addressed.  Furthermore, the statutory
requirements call for annual reporting on how activities addressing biodiversity needs are being
implemented by USAID.

To prepare this BAR, approximately 30 interviews were conducted with Romanian Government
Institutions, NGOs, corporations, academia, and local and municipal authorities.  Draft Strategic
Objectives for Economic Growth, Democracy, and Social Assistance Sector activities were
reviewed, and interviews were conducted with SO team members to familiarize the Biodiversity
Assessment Team Leader with components of the 2002-2006 Strategy to prepare the Mission-
specific recommendations in this memorandum.  The following sections present:  the current
impact of the USAID/Romania program on biodiversity; proposed activities in which USAID
could engage to promote biodiversity conservation; and a discussion on potential distribution of
the BAR.

Current Impact of the USAID/Romania Program on Biodiversity Conservation
Regarding biodiversity conservation, the USAID intervention in Romania has engaged in two
projects aimed at community based forest conservation.  These include a $100,000 IAA with
USDA and a $90,000 grant to Auburn University and Composesorat Zetea under RASP.  These
activities and all other International Donor Activities identified by the Biodiversity Assment Team
are described in greater detail in Annex A to the BAR.

USAID has also been engaged in small-scale agricultural development, and efforts to encourage
organic farming and community cooperatives certainly have positive ramifications on biodiversity
conservation.  Working with farmers to utilize agricultural chemicals more efficiently and
responsibly reduces impacts to surface water and ground water, and can reduce the tendencies of
sensitive soils to become unproductive due to salinization.  Efficient agricultural practices also
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result in reduced soil erosion, which in turn puts less pressure on farmers to develop additional
lands, thereby resulting in conservation of habitat.

USAID/Romania has also worked extensively with GOR and Romanian industry to reduce
environmental pollution, especially related to wastewater discharges and industrial stack
emissions.  The effective implementation of these efforts is minimizing the impacts of human
activities on biodiversity by improving habitat for fishes and other aquatic organisms, and by
reducing the degradative impacts of acid rain on forests and lakes.

Cross-cutting initiatives that incorporate the programs described above with other USAID
programs that are implementing components in the same geographic areas are the most likely to
have positive impacts on natural resources and the environment.

BIODIVERSITY RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE USAID/ROMANIA MISSION

General
To ensure the needs of biodiversity conservation are met in Romania, and thus ensure that
Romania remains on track to EU accession, USAID could initiate two studies.  The first would be
a comprehensive analysis and survey of natural resource protected areas.  While 827 natural areas
and monuments are protected, no definitive resource exists which catalogs these areas or defines
their bounds.  In addition, threats to these areas need to be identified and transmitted to the various
management authorities in charge of these resources, which in turn must develop long-term
comprehensive management plans.  Currently, the Romanian Academy is consulted regularly
regarding impacts to these protected areas, but no provision of law requires the opinion of the
Academy.  Strengthening the oversight capacity of the Academy could ensure unified
management of Romania’s protected areas.

The second would be a comprehensive analysis of the impacts of privatization on biological
resources including recent studies, current guidelines, and legislation and field-level practices. The
study could compare and contrast stewardship changes on private land following restitution of
agricultural and forested lands and identify problem areas to the GOR.   It would also serve to
establish a baseline that enables USAID and the World Bank to assess broad landscape changes,
identify land-use change parameters and indicators of biodiversity improvement/loss, and collect
and report data regarding changes in wetland, forest, steppe, and coastal zones, as needed.  These
studies should be made available to a broad constituency including GOR officials, academia,
NGOs, multilateral donors, and local officials.  Ideally these studies would be co-funded by GOR
and other donors interested in sustainable natural resource management (e.g., World Bank, EU
LIFE – Natura 2000, etc.) and Romania’s ultimate accession to the EU.

Based on 1 and 2 above, Romania could develop and implement a natural resources management
mapping and training program for commercial and public sector surveyors and village land use
planners.  USAID could specify training tools and field manuals for the identification and
delineation of potential and gazetted protected areas.  These tools could help planners to identify
fragile or degraded areas including wetlands and riparian zones and erosion-prone sites,
community-managed forests and pasturelands, and areas potentially contaminated through overuse
of agrochemicals or proximal to other toxic sources.  Finally, USAID could assis natural resource
area managers in developing infrastructures sufficient to
receive and accommodate tourism.
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Land Management
The privatization of agricultural and forested lands may have substantial impacts on biodiversity.
Changes in land tenure frequently lead to changes in land management practices. These changes
may include bringing new lands into cultivation, replacing forest and windbreaks with croplands,
and extracting natural resources unsustainably.  An unfortunate side-effect of increased
agricultural productivity in forested and riparian areas is the tendency for farmers to desire to
increase the amount of land they farm, often resulting in the clearfelling of forests and the draining
of wetlands.

Because many of the rural people in Romania with knowledge of private land management have
died or are very old, and/or their descendents have moved to urban centers, a good deal
institutional knowledge regarding managing small farms and small tracts of forests has been lost
and must be regained.  Many parties to be restituted former lands live nowhere near the properties
they have received (or are to receive).  It is therefore plausible that these new land owners will
engage in environmentally destructive and inefficient agricultural and forestry practices.

Alternatively, given proper incentives, training, resources, and markets, the new land owners
might develop cooperative associations, plant more diverse crops and forest species, sustainably
harvest natural resources, and use low-till methods and modern chemicals, which most often are
less toxic than chemicals currently being used.  Hence, USAID programs to train farmers and
forest owners and provide them with incentives such as credit for seeds/saplings and technology
can have positive impacts on natural resources.  The development of communal associations,
including associations of private and municipal land holders might allow for greater perception of
individual long-term control over their economic resources, thereby resulting in more sustainable
agricultural and forest resources.

SO 1.3:  Accelerated Private Sector Growth by Supporting a Market-Driven Environment
Privatization
Under IR 1.3.1, USAID could work with the GOR to privatize the National Forest Regie
(RomSilva) in accordance with Romanian law, which requires the privatization of all former state-
run and owned operations.  Under the authority of the Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Forests
(MAFF), this state-owned enterprise currently has complete control over forest management,
including management and harvest of timber and non-timber forest products.  While this may
appear good from the standpoint of sustainable natural resource extraction, little infrastructure
exists for private landowners or community associations to be competitive with RomSilva.   A
competitive environment in which private land owners, including communal forest groups and
municipal governments (and combinations thereof),  can choose to manage forests themselves
(under guidelines for harvest established by the MAFF) or contract for management through one
or more private, competitive firms could promote economic growth through sustainable natural
resources management.  Combined with strengthening the capacity of MAFF and local forestry
inspectorates, these efforts could result in significant economic returns without compromising
sustainable forestry management goals.  In the alternative, natural resource extraction may
increase as RomSilva loses land to the restitution process yet tries to provide Ministry-mandated
timber quantities.
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SME
To conserve biodiversity in sensitive areas and reduce pressures on natural resources, economic
alternatives to unsustainable resource extraction must be provided to owners of restituted forest
land.  Under the IT component of IR 1.3.3, USAID’s plan to work with tourism industry in
Romania to develop web-based tourism reservation network in 2002 is excellent, and could be
augmented by direct support of the ecotourism infrastructure and linkages to other touristic
information, such as parks, rental agencies, municipalities, and the like.

Under IR 1.3.2, USAID could consider providing credit or credit  guarantees for SMEs in the
ecotourism industry, such as tour operators, hotels, bed and breakfasts, municipalities, and
protected areas hoping to establish and improve their ecotourism infrastructure.  Such loan
guarantees could also be utilized to reduce high risks and low returns characteristic of loans to
farmers and small forest owners to promote sustainable natural resources management.

For example, organic agriculture could prove profitable to SMEs in Romania. Land lying in fallow
following the changeover from the communist government may have rested long enough to
support immediate organic certification and harvest.   In addition, the poor economic conditions
which are now prevalent in Romania have resulted in the inability of small farmers to afford
pesticides and other chemicals, making these lands ripe for organic agriculture. USAID could
promote organic farming practices and export to Europe and the United States to promote SME
development in the agricultural sector.  This activity indirectly promotes biodiversity conservation
through reduction in chemical runoff to rivers, thereby reducing adverse human impacts on plants
and invertebrate and fish populations.

Energy
Energy sector reforms, including pricing policy, reduced subsidy, and increased bill collection can
result in customers switching to dirtier, cheaper fuel in the form of fire wood.  Such cheaper fuel
usage is having tremendous impacts on limited fuelwood reserves worldwide. Energy sector
reforms in which USAID could (or could continue to) engage to promote biodiversity
conservation include, among other things: policy and pricing to minimize switching to private
natural resource use; minimization of pollution to land, air and water; environmental assessments
which consider biodiversity conservation prior to initiation of new energy projects; and efficiency
projects on the small (private homeowner) large (commercial customer) and industry scale,
including tax incentives for conversion to alternative power sources.

Environment
Environmental education in Romania is quite low by western standards, with most Romanians
unaware of even simple environmental concepts.  USAID could take part in a national
environmental education project through the GreenCOM Indefinite Quantity Contract to promote
awareness and develop local sense of economic values of natural resources (including forests,
agriculture, biodiversity and aesthetic value to tourism).  Projects undertaken through GreenCOM
have been successful in achieving environmental awareness through development and
dissemination of educational plans for teachers, media campaigns, and natural areas conservation
media.  This work could be engaged in conjunction with local and international NGOs to develop
community sense of economic value of biodiversity resources in their communities, develop
ecotourism activities and develop ecotourism infrastructure, and with protected area and natural
resource managers to develop infrastructure receptive of tourism.
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USAID could encourage market-based certification instruments that promote environmental
values into internationally traded products.  Analysis and targeted support for development of
internationally recognized forest and organic produce standards will improve access to
increasingly discriminating markets. Moreover, accelerating multinational company application of
environment, social, and corporate social and environmental accountability standards will be
increasingly important for Romania to accede to the EU and to attract international investment.

SO 2.3:  Improved Democratic Governance at the Local Level
Most impacts related to democracy and governance and biodiversity conservation crosscut with
the programs in SO1.3, and are presented in the section below. In general, community
empowerment programs being undertaken in the DG sector to increase citizen participation in the
political and economic processes of local governments should also be having a positive impact on
natural resources and biodiversity, and are thus encouraged.

Crosscutting SO 1.3 and SO 2.3
To minimize the potential adverse economic effects of immediate natural resource extraction,
under its proposed IR 1.3.4 and IR 2.3.1, USAID could work with local municipalities in control
of land restitution (esp. forested lands) and titling to promote rapid delivery of title to restituted
land.  Ideally, this would be accomplished alongside work with Parliament, Ministries and local
municipalities to ensure that ownership includes all rights and privileges commensurate to private
ownership.  A very small portion of forested lands to be restituted have actually been restituted to
former owners, and an even smaller amount of those lands which have been restituted have been
titled and deeded to owners.  Past land restitution efforts have resulted in the clearfelling and/or
non-sustainable harvest of significant amounts of restituted forest lands, reputedly due to lack of
title and uncertainty that restituted lands will not be taken back by the government.  This timber
may have fueled the reported local black market for timber in Romania, though the authors have
been unable to substantiate such claims.  Historic rates felling may occur once additional forested
lands are restituted in the near future, resulting in forest fragmentation, habitat destruction, and
short-term as opposed to long-term gain.  The World Bank [October 1999] has estimated that as
much as $590,000,000 in standing timber was inappropriately harvested due to restitution efforts,
and that Romania's current investment in sustainable forestry is equivalent to $3.1 billion invested
at five percent interest.

Ownership rights to private lands should include rights to hunt, harvest, farm, control trespass, etc.
(within general sustainability guidelines), as an inherent intrinsic component.  Owners must also
have the right to choose from a competitive pool of forest resource management firms, as opposed
to the current monopoly of these activities by Romsilva.

Under IR 1.3.2 and IR 2.3.1, USAID support the development of public interests coalitions
involving the greater than 250 Romanian environmental NGOs, municipal and business
associations, and other representative groups to induce change from the local level to the top.  This
is particularly important in the areas of land titling/land management and the enforcement of
natural resources legislation.  Such NGO strengthening could result in the utilization of the
Romanian courts to require Ministries to increase enforcement of natural resource protection and
conservation laws.

In association with the above, under IRs 1.3.1 and 1.3.2 and IR 2.3.1 and 2.3.2, USAID could
develop “best practices” models for sustainable community management of restituted forest and
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agricultural lands (e.g., for forest communities, base models upon work already being undertaken
by USAID through the IAA with USDA and the RASP Grant, and The World Bank Danube Delta
and Carpathian forest biodiversity pilot projects) to increase local decisionmaking and economic
control.  An important part of such models would be the development of area specific economic
development and natural resources management plans, integrating specific concerns of GOR in the
process to ensure ultimate buy-in.  USAID could use these models to foster development of
community land owner associations comprised of private, corporate and municipal and protected
area land owners (as practicable), to implement community based natural resource-based
economic development projects country-wide.

SO 3.4:  Health and Social Assistance Sector
USAID could work with GOR and the Ministry of Health, as well as other international donors, to
implement a medical waste tracking and disposal plan to reduce public exposure to diseases
prevalent in medical waste.  Such a plan would most likely call for the incineration of these
wastes, which would promote biodiversity conservation indirectly by resulting in less wastes
requiring landfill capacity, thus minimizing pressures on needs for future landfills.  In any event, a
national program for the disposition of these wastes is imperative.

Utilization of the Report
In order to maximize the potential impacts of this Biodiversity Assessment Report in Romania,
specific recommendations pertaining to the USAID/Romania Mission have been conveyed only in
this Memorandum.  By eliminating such material from the Report, and constraining it to this
Memorandum, the Mission is free to disseminate the Report as it sees fit, without concerns as to
the conveyance of strategy-specific information outside the Mission or USAID/Washington.

Throughout the preparation of this Report, various members of the Romanian scientific
community expressed a desire to have access to it, and it is the hope of the authors that this
Biodiversity Assessment Report could be used widely in Romania as an educational reference and
a tool for biodiversity conservation for academia, government and private institutions and NGOs.
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APPENDIX E:  DEMOCRACY AND GOVERNANCE ASSESSMENT OF
                          ROMANIA7

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This DG assessment of Romania begins by identifying the problems and challenges that impede
the ongoing transition towards democracy. The political trends and dynamics of the system of
governance are examined. A review of the key actors and their interests help understand
potential coalitions for and against further reform. Institutional arenas are evaluated to ascertain
where the most promising areas of intervention might be found. Some strategic
recommendations and programmatic guidelines are advanced that provide an analytical
foundation for the Mission’s elaboration of a DG strategy.

The eleven and a half years since the revolution have provided a good opportunity to assess the
functioning of the political system under several different governments. It is by now apparent
that several strengths and shortcomings of the system have been consistent over time, which
provide some indication of the unfinished nature of the transition from authoritarianism to
democratic governance. On the positive side, the elections and the peaceful transfer of power are
quite remarkable given the continued dominance of an informal network of the political elite that
successfully adapted to the new conditions after the revolution. Another remarkably positive step
towards democratic governance is the consolidation of freedom of speech and association.
Thirdly, another positive sign in terms of the prospects for a democratic transition is that the
leadership and top echelons of the PDSR show an increasing sophistication in terms of the
political and economic reforms that need to take place for sustainable development to take root.

The last eleven years have also brought some shortcomings of the new political system into
sharp relief. The system of governance suffers from severe institutional weaknesses, especially in
the parliament and the judiciary. A lack of consensus over how to proceed with reforms has
plagued every government and paralyzed urgently needed changes. A general lack of
accountability has led to an ingrained corruption that has virtually become a hallmark of post-
revolutionary Romania. The legitimacy of the political system itself is gradually being
questioned as citizens lose faith in the developmental potential of the new regime.

The dilemma in Romania is how to promote further and more fundamental changes when the
interests of many with influence tend to mitigate against further transition towards democratic
governance. In brief, the basic political conundrum in Romania is that the nature of the national
political system creates a series of incentives that favor the use of state prerogatives by the elite
for short-term personal gain at the expense of longer-term public good. The generalized lack of
accountability that pervades the system means that control over government has been used as a
means for economic advancement. At the heart of this problematic system is an electoral system
that generates political party structures that are impervious to democratic practices except for
periodic elections. Thus parties engage in an inter-elite rivalry for control over the state. This has
led to a situation where the concept of public good has tended to be subordinated to partisan and
more personalistic interests. The judiciary, for example, has been subordinated to the executive
and hence to partisan interests, strongly contributing to the institutionalization of corruption. The
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result of all this is a growing alienation of the population from the political system and weak
political capacity to carry out the difficult structural reforms that need to be made.

The transition to a democratic market economy has thus been hindered by the rules of the
political game and party practices that are inappropriate for guiding the country through the
difficult economic and political changes needed to achieve sustainable development. The
political logic of the contemporary Romanian system of governance is relatively insulated from
the strong developmental pressures building from below, and responds largely to which of the
parties is best able at a given time to distribute resources to its adherents, much like the classic
vision of a political machine. The PDSR has proved to be by far the most capable of the parties
to deliver goods to its followers, but by the same token it is difficult to protect the interests of the
core group of party constituents while also following through with structural changes that
mitigate against some of them.

Donors thus have a key role to play at this critical juncture in Romania’s history. Post-
communist Romania has made some promising preliminary strides in regards to elections and the
peaceful transfer of power, as well as individual and associative liberties. But the remaining steps
with regard above all to issues of accountability and representation will require even greater
political courage and determination. This is a critical time for donors to weigh in with
encouragement and incentives to focus on the fundamental and systemic obstacles that need to be
overcome in both political and economic domains. Constraints to good governance impinge not
only on the transition to democracy but also represent critical obstacles to sustainable economic
growth. Donors need through their actions and priorities to support the regime in moving beyond
talk to action in tackling what are very difficult issues.

Romania currently has the potential to move further towards democratic governance through a
managed transition towards democracy. Ironically, the PSD (formerly PDSR), which was once
seen by many as a lingering reminder of the past, is the best placed political actor to move the
country out of the impasse in which it became mired during the coalition government. The self-
destruction of the coalition government when it could not overcome the structural constraints to
liberalizing reform led to the return to power of a stronger, effective, and more sophisticated
PSD. For the first time in its modern history, the Romanian ruling party has a position of
consolidated strength that should allow them greater freedom and ability to pursue reforms that
are fundamental to economic growth but go against the vested interests of influential groups and
persons. The PSD has eclipsed the fragmented parties across the rest of the political spectrum
and now has the field open to systematically implement the reforms that all agree are needed to
move the country forward into a market economy and greater integration with Europe.

Whether or not Romania moves forward on the path towards a managed transition will primarily
be up to the Romanians, especially the PSD government. There is little donors can do to impel
the needed reform without the political will and vision of the governing party leaders. USAID is
especially constrained by the limits of its DG resources, which are insufficient to make the
fundamental difference between a trend towards democratic governance versus corrupt
authoritarianism.
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The most appropriate role for USAID given its limited resources and the depth of the challenges
that exist in the DG area is to support reform initiatives that have materialized, most notably in
the area of local governance, while carefully targeting national-level assistance on key themes as
triggered by domestic initiatives themselves. In particular, greater progress in achieving greater
transparency, accountability, and oversight is essential to both economic growth and good
governance. Without progress in these related areas, Romania’s governance systems will remain
prone to corruption, will frustrate private sector growth, and will continue to decline in
legitimacy.

A two-pronged set of recommendations follows from this DG assessment. First, the Mission
should continue to build on the decentralization initiatives that the Romanians have undertaken
in recent years. While the decentralization process remains incomplete, the experiment is
underway, and some dynamic reaction is manifesting itself at the local level. Achieving results
by working to expand the political space at the local level that has been opened by the reforms is
a low risk approach that has the potential to help build the confidence that is needed for the
government to further decentralize control over financial resources. Second, a higher risk set of
priorities should be clearly established in order to draw attention to certain key deficiencies of
the national system of governance, most notably in the areas of transparency, accountability, and
oversight An additional advantage of focusing the Mission’s DG resources around a result of
greater transparency, accountability, and oversight, is that these are all attributes of a system of
governance that also contribute to economic growth. DG thus provides not only an ample
opportunity as an independent SO, but also offers considerable promise for crosscutting activities
and synergies.

Modest expectations should condition the Mission’s DG strategy. It is the nature of a managed
transition that change is likely to be incremental and gradual. USAID is not going to be
responsible for any breakthrough to democracy, but can instead coax and nurture positive steps
by those who have the power to determine the future of governance in the country. A results
package can be realistic and meaningful at the same time if it builds on existing opportunities
while favoring linchpin progress that is not in itself revolutionary.
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APPENDIX G:  ROMANIAN STATISTICS
AT A GLANCE

Background: Soviet occupation following World War II led to the formation of a communist
"peoples republic" in 1947 and the abdication of the king. The decades-long rule of
President Nicolae CEAUSESCU became increasingly draconian through the
1980s. He was overthrown and executed in late 1989. Former communists
dominated the government until 1996 when they were swept from power. Much
economic restructuring remains to be carried out before Romania can achieve its
hope of joining the EU.

Romania GEOGRAPHY

Location: Southeastern Europe, bordering the Black Sea, between Bulgaria and Ukraine
Geographic

coordinates:
46 00 N, 25 00 E

Map references: Europe
Area: total: 237,500 sq km

land: 230,340 sq km
water: 7,160 sq km

Area -
comparative:

slightly smaller than Oregon

Land boundaries: total: 2,508 km
border countries: Bulgaria 608 km, Hungary 443 km, Moldova 450 km, Yugoslavia
476 km, Ukraine (north) 362 km, Ukraine (east) 169 km

Coastline: 225 km
Maritime claims: contiguous zone: 24 NM

continental shelf: 200-m depth or to the depth of exploitation
exclusive economic zone: 200 NM
territorial sea: 12 NM

Climate: temperate; cold, cloudy winters with frequent snow and fog; sunny summers with
frequent showers and thunderstorms

Terrain: central Transylvanian Basin is separated from the Plain of Moldavia on the east by
the Carpathian Mountains and separated from the Walachian Plain on the south by
the Transylvanian Alps

Elevation
extremes:

lowest point: Black Sea 0 m

highest point: Moldoveanu 2,544 m
Natural

resources:
petroleum (reserves declining), timber, natural gas, coal, iron ore, salt, arable land,
hydropower

Land use: arable land: 41%
permanent crops: 3%
permanent pastures: 21%
forests and woodland: 29%
other: 6% (1993 est.)

Irrigated land: 31,020 sq km (1993 est.)
Natural hazards: earthquakes most severe in south and southwest; geologic structure and climate
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promote landslides
Environment -

current issues:
soil erosion and degradation; water pollution; air pollution in south from industrial
effluents; contamination of Danube delta wetlands

Environment -
international
agreements:

party to: Air Pollution, Antarctic Treaty, Biodiversity, Climate Change,
Desertification, Endangered Species, Environmental Modification, Hazardous
Wastes, Law of the Sea, Nuclear Test Ban, Ozone Layer Protection, Ship
Pollution, Wetlands
signed, but not ratified: Air Pollution-Persistent Organic Pollutants, Antarctic-
Environmental Protocol, Climate Change-Kyoto Protocol

Geography - note: controls most easily traversable land route between the Balkans, Moldova, and
Ukraine

Romania People
Population: 22,364,022 (July 2001 est.)

Age structure: 0-14 years: 17.95% (male 2,054,323; female 1,959,196)
15-64 years: 68.51% (male 7,605,751; female 7,715,434)
65 years and over: 13.54% (male 1,255,880; female 1,773,438) (2001 est.)

Population
growth rate:

-0.21% (2001 est.)

Birth rate: 10.8 births/1,000 population (2001 est.)
Death rate: 12.28 deaths/1,000 population (2001 est.)

Net migration
rate:

-0.6 migrant(s)/1,000 population (2001 est.)

Sex ratio: at birth: 1.06 male(s)/female
under 15 years: 1.05 male(s)/female
15-64 years: 0.99 male(s)/female
65 years and over: 0.71 male(s)/female
total population: 0.95 male(s)/female (2001 est.)

Infant mortality
rate:

19.36 deaths/1,000 live births (2001 est.)

Life expectancy at
birth:

total population: 70.16 years
male: 66.36 years
female: 74.19 years (2001 est.)

Total fertility rate: 1.35 children born/woman (2001 est.)
HIV/AIDS - adult
prevalence rate:

0.02% (1999 est.)

HIV/AIDS - people
living with
HIV/AIDS:

7,000 (1999 est.)

HIV/AIDS -
deaths:

350 (1999 est.)

Ethnic groups: Romanian 89.5%, Hungarian 7.1%, Roma 1.8%, German 0.5%, Ukrainian 0.3%,
other 0.8% (1992)

Religions: Romanian Orthodox 70%, Roman Catholic 3%, Uniate Catholic 3%, Protestant 6%,
unaffiliated 18%

Languages: Romanian, Hungarian, German
Literacy: definition: age 15 and over can read and write

total population: 97%
male: 98%
female: 95% (1992 est.)
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Romania Government

Government type: republic
Capital: Bucharest

Administrative
divisions:

40 counties (judete, singular - judet) and 1 municipality* (municipiu); Alba, Arad,
Arges, Bacau, Bihor, Bistrita-Nasaud, Botosani, Braila, Brasov, Bucuresti*, Buzau,
Calarasi, Caras-Severin, Cluj, Constanta, Covasna, Dimbovita, Dolj, Galati, Gorj,
Giurgiu, Harghita, Hunedoara, Ialomita, Iasi, Maramures, Mehedinti, Mures,
Neamt, Olt, Prahova, Salaj, Satu Mare, Sibiu, Suceava, Teleorman, Timis, Tulcea,
Vaslui, Vilcea, Vrancea

Independence: 1881 (from Turkey; republic proclaimed 30 December 1947)
Constitution: 8 December 1991

Legal system: former mixture of civil law system and communist legal theory; is now based on the
constitution of France's Fifth Republic

Suffrage: 18 years of age; universal
Executive branch: chief of state: President Ion ILIESCU (since 20 December 2000)

head of government: Prime Minister Adrian NASTASE (since 29 December 2000)
cabinet: Council of Ministers appointed by the prime minister
elections: president elected by popular vote for a four-year term; election last held
26 November 2000, with runoff between the top two candidates held 10 December
2000 (next to be held NA November/December 2004); prime minister appointed by
the president
election results: percent of vote - Ion ILIESCU 66.84%, Corneliu Vadim TUDOR
33.16%

Legislative
branch:

bicameral Parliament or Parlament consists of the Senate or Senat (140 seats;
members are elected by direct popular vote on a proportional representation basis
to serve four-year terms) and the Chamber of Deputies or Adunarea Deputatilor
(345 seats; members are elected by direct popular vote on a proportional
representation basis to serve four-year terms)
elections: Senate - last held 26 November 2000 (next to be held in the fall of 2004);
Chamber of Deputies - last held 26 November 2000 (next to be held in the fall of
2004)
election results: Senate - percent of vote by party - PDSR 37.1%, PRM 21.0%, PD
7.6%, PNL 7.5%, UDMR 6.9%; seats by party - PDSR 65, PRM 37, PD 13, PNL
13, UDMR 12; Chamber of Deputies - percent of vote by party - PDSR 36.6%,
PRM 19.5%, PD 7.0%, PNL, 6.9%, UDMR 6.8%; seats by party - PDSR 155, PRM
84, PD 31, PNL 30, UDMR 27, ethnic minorities 18

Judicial branch: Supreme Court of Justice (judges are appointed by the president on the
recommendation of the Superior Council of Magistrates)

Political parties
and leaders:

Democratic Party or PD [Petre ROMAN]; Democratic Union of Hungarians in
Romania or UDMR [Bela MARKO]; National Liberal Party or PNL [Mircea
IONESCU-QUINTUS]; Party of Social Democracy in Romania or PDSR [Adrian
NASTASE]; Romania Mare Party (Greater Romanian Party) or PRM [Corneliu
Vadim TUDOR]; The Democratic Convention or CDR [Ion DIACONESCU]
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Romania Economy

Economy -
overview:

Romania, one of the poorest countries in Central and Eastern Europe, began the
transition from communism in 1989 with a largely obsolete industrial base and a
pattern of output unsuited to the country's needs. Over the past decade economic
restructuring has lagged behind most other countries in the region. Consequently,
living standards have continued to fall - real wages are down over 40%. Corruption
too has worsened. The EU ranks Romania last among enlargement candidates,
and the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD) rates
Romania's transition progress the region's worst. The country emerged in 2000
from a punishing three-year recession thanks to strong demand in EU export
markets. A new government elected in November 2000 promises to promote
economic reform. If reform stalls, Romania's ability to borrow from both public and
private sources could quickly dry up, leading to another financial crisis.

GDP: purchasing power parity - $132.5 billion (2000 est.)
GDP - real growth

rate:
2.2% (2000 est.)

GDP - per capita: purchasing power parity - $5,900 (2000 est.)
GDP -

composition by
sector:

agriculture: 13.9%
industry: 32.6%
services: 53.5% (2000)

Population below
poverty line:

44.5% (2000)

Household
income or

consumption by
percentage share:

lowest 10%: 3.8%

highest 10%: 20.2% (1992)

Inflation rate
(consumer

prices):

45.7% (2000 est.)

Labor force: 9.9 million (1999 est.)
Labor force - by

occupation:
agriculture 40%, industry 25%, services 35% (1998)

Unemployment
rate:

11.5% (1999)

Budget: revenues: $11.7 billion

expenditures: $12.4 billion, including capital expenditures of $NA (1999 est.)
Industries: textiles and footwear, light machinery and auto assembly, mining, timber,

construction materials, metallurgy, chemicals, food processing, petroleum refining
Industrial

production
growth rate:

8% (2000)

Electricity -
production:

49.036 billion kWh (1999)

Electricity -
production by

source:

fossil fuel: 53.99%
hydro: 36.18%
nuclear: 9.81%
other: 0.02% (1999)

Electricity - 44.768 billion kWh (1999)
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consumption:
Electricity - exports: 1.935 billion kWh (1999)

Electricity -
imports:

1.1 billion kWh (1999)

Agriculture -
products:

wheat, corn, sugar beets, sunflower seed, potatoes, grapes; eggs, sheep

Exports: $11.2 billion (f.o.b., 2000 est.)
Exports -

commodities:
textiles and footwear 26%, metals and metal products 15%, machinery and
equipment 11%, minerals and fuels 6% (1999)

Exports -
partners:

Italy 23%, Germany 18%, France 6%, Turkey 5%, US (1999)

Imports: $11.9 billion (f.o.b., 2000 est.)
Imports -

commodities:
machinery and equipment 23%, fuels and minerals 12%, chemicals 9%, textile and
products 19% (1999)

Imports -
partners:

Italy 20%, Germany 19%, France 7%, Russia 6% (1999)

Debt - external: $9.3 billion (2000 est.)

Romania Communications

Telephones -
main lines in use:

3.777 million (1997)

Telephones -
mobile cellular:

645,500 (1999)

Telephone
system:

general assessment: poor domestic service, but improving
domestic: 90% of telephone network is automatic; trunk network is mostly
microwave radio relay, with some fiber-optic cable; about one-third of exchange
international: satellite earth station - 1 Intelsat; new digital, international, direct-dial
exchanges operate in Bucharest; note - Romania is an active participant in several
international telecommunication network projects (1999)

Radios: 7.2 million (1997)
Televisions: 5.25 million (1997)

Internet Service
Providers (ISPs):

38 (2000)

Internet users: 600,000 (2000)

Romania TRANSPORTATION

Railways: total: 11,385 km (3,888 km electrified)
standard gauge: 10,898 km
narrow gauge: 487 km (1996)

Highways: total: 153,359 km
paved: 103,671 km (including 133 km of expressways)

unpaved: 49,688 km (1998 est.)
Waterways: 1,724 km (1984)

Pipelines: crude oil 2,800 km; petroleum products 1,429 km; natural gas 6,400 km (1992)
Ports and Braila, Constanta, Galati, Mangalia, Sulina, Tulcea
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harbors:
Merchant marine: total: 95 ships (1,000 GRT or over) totaling 695,227 GRT/931,598 DWT

ships by type: bulk 10, cargo 71, container 1, passenger 1, passenger/cargo 1,
petroleum tanker 4, railcar carrier 2, roll on/roll off 4, specialized tanker 1 (2000
est.)

Airports: 62 (2000 est.)
Airports - with

paved runways:
total: 25
over 3,047 m: 3
2,438 to 3,047 m: 10
1,524 to 2,437 m: 12 (2000 est.)

Airports - with
unpaved
runways:

total: 37
1,524 to 2,437 m: 2
914 to 1,523 m: 12
under 914 m: 23 (2000 est.)

Romania Military

Military branches: Army, Navy, Air and Air Defense Forces, Paramilitary Forces, Civil Defense
 - military age: 20 years of age

Romania Transnational Issues

Illicit drugs: important transshipment point for Southwest Asian heroin transiting the Balkan
route and small amounts of Latin American cocaine bound for Western Europe


